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ator frem West Virginia [Mr. CEmrow], has been called hoine
by illness in his family, and for that reasen he is not present.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, T know that no business is
in erder. I think we onght to proeure the attendance of absent
Senators and we ought to proceed with the business of the
Senate. It will be very near impossible to get through with the
business necessary to be transacted at this session unless we
have night sessions, and we might as well understand it and
begin to-night. T am very much interested ly in the
river and harbor bill, and I hope to eall up that measure at
the very first opportunity. 3

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I make the point of order
that no business is in order. )

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sus-
tained. No business is in order.

Mr, WALSH. If it is in order, I desire to announce that the
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Savrsaury] is absent from the
Senate on secount of illness.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Announcements of that ll:lnd
are in order.

Mr. KENYON (at T o'clock and 25 minutes p. m).
that the Senate adjourn.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves
that the Senate adjourn. The question is on that motion.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President——

Mr. KENYON. I will withdraw the motion if the Senator
from North Carolina objects.

Mr. SIMMONS. I am communicating now with my eol-
league [Mr. OvErRMAN] in reference to this matter, and T ask
the Senator to withhold his motion.

Mr, KENYON. I withdraw the motien, but I shall renew it
in a little while.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey (at T o’clock and 30 minutes
p. m.). Mr. President, it seems to me it is quite evident that
we shall not be able to get a quorum, and it is rather foolish
for us to =it here longer to-night, after all we have done
during the day.

Mr. SIMMONS. Will not the Senator withhold his motion
to adjourn until I can hear from the junior Senator from
North Carolina [Mr. Overman], who has charge of this meas-
wre? He will be here in a few moments. I think it is an act
of courtesy that is due him.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I should like to show all
reasonable deference to the Senator in charge of the bill, but
he doubtless has gone away and is having his dinner, and in
the meantime we are staying here without ours.

Mr. SIMMONS. I am sure that the Senator will be in the
Chamber in a few moments. He is on his way here now.'

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Very well, I will bide my
peace for awhile,

Mr. CURTIS and Mr. LEA of Tennessee entered the Cham-
ber and answered to their names. |

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I move that when the
Senate adjourns it adjourn to meet at half past 10 o'clock to-
WMOTTOW Inorn

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Garo-
lina moves that when the Senate adjourns it adjourn to meet
at half past 10 o'clock to-merrow merning. Those in favor
of the motion will say “aye"; contrary-minded, “no.” The
“ayes" have it, and the motion is agreed to.

Mr, MARTINE of New Jersey. I move that the Senate
adjourn.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the mo-
tion of the Senator from New Jersey that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 7 o’clock and 85 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, Febru-
ary 20, 1917, at 10.80 o’clock a. m.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Moxpax, February 19, 1917.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D,, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Almighty and Everliving God, our Heavenly Father, let Thy
spirit come mightly upon us, we beseech Thee, te guicken our
minds and enlarge our scope of vision, to strengthen our ta1th
and inspire larger hope and nobler aspirations; that we may
make for righteousness in all the eonditiens of life, Justly,
loving mercy, walking humbly with Thee, our God and our
Father. In His name. Amen.

.The Journal ef the proeeedings of Saturday, February 17,
was read and approved.

Imow
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EXTENSHON OF REMARKS.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman

from Massachusetts rise?
To ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the REcoxp by inserting a letter from my predecessor
in Congress, setting forth certain resolutions adopted by his
home town on Cape Cod.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetis asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp. Is
there ebjection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The following is the leiter referred to:

YARMOUTHFORT, Mass., February 16, 1917,
Hon. JosErH WALSH

House of chreaeutatwea. Washington, D. C.

My DEsr CoNGRESSMAN : I to advise you that at the annual town
meetlns of Yarmouth, hekl on February 13, the following resolutions
were unanimonsly adopt
“Resolved, That we,. ‘citizens of the town of Yarmonth, Mass., in town
meeting assembled indorse the action of the President of the United
States of America in severing diplomatic relations with Germany.

“Regolved, That we, loyal citizens of the old town of Yarmouth,

?edg! te our President sur undlivided support In any course necessary
protect our flag and our citizens and meintain the rights of our

Fonner Congressman Thomas €, Thacher, chairman of committee;
William N. Btetson, representative in Massachusetts House of Repre-
sentatives ; and T. W. Swift.

Faithfully, yours, TaHOMAS C. THACHER.

JOURNAL OF SUNDAY, FEBRUARY 18,
The record of the Journal of Sunday, February 18, 1917, was
read and approved. :
LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE.

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Iowa rise?

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
on next Thursday, Washington's birthday, after the reading of
the Journal and the reading of Washington's Farewell Address
by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Neery] I be per-
mitted to address the House for 30 minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TowxNEr]
asks unanimous consent that on next Thursday after the read-
ing of Washington's Farewell Address he be permitted to address
the House not exceeding 30 minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. SHERLEY. Reserving the right to object, it is not pleas-
ant to object to this sort of a reguest. We have reached a
peoint in the time of this session where we want to finish the
work of Congress, and we will have to refrain from even taking
80 minutes on any day in the discussion of matters not relafing
to the business of

Mr. MANN. This is on the subject of Washington, not ex-
traneons matter.

Mr. SHERLEY. I shall not object to this case to-day, with
the understanding that it is just an address touching Washing-
ton's life. I do not want to open up a lot of discussion that may
serve to waste a good deal of time.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Towa [Mr. Towner]? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none.

EXTENBION OF REMARKS.

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
extension of my remarks in the Recomp by printing a number
of telegrams, letters, and resolutions that I have received
relative to the pending international situation.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Barrey] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the
Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none.

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to have printed in the Rrcorp an editorial from the Providence
Journal entitled * Mr. Moogg on the press.”

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp as indi-
cated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The following is the editorial referred to:

MR. MOORE ON THE PRESS.

Representative J. Hameroxy Moomre, of the third Pennsylvania dis-
trict, a seasoned self-advertiser, has taken occaslon twice within

![?s terd“é days on the floor of the House to attack the press of the

ni: tates.

On Tuesday he ted a series of charges b, ntative Canva-

waAY, of 'I'unn. in substance, thlat nwmﬁnm‘d m.&me“rim

have el&l! o v pre-

N m nhemen ded';red : “I want no dietation from Lloyd

any more than irom the Kn.lser. I want ne diectation from
I.ordm%o the head of + newspaper fraternity of Great

the gr
alllances in tha Unl.‘.ed States, any more than from
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Von Hindenburg."” A correspondent elsewhere on this page vlgoroual:;r
and effectively characterizes this outburst of the Pennsylvania Con-
gressman.

Two days later, on Thursday, Mr. MoorE was at it again. Aecord-
ing to a dispatech from Washington, he “ asserted that the press of the
country was dellberately coloring the news from Europe so as to
inflame the American people.'” And he added:

“1 repeat the challenge to the majority of the House to introduce a
resolution to prove whether or not the newspapers are actually subsidized
because it is due to what there is of honest journalism in the Unite(i
States that the real facts be known with ard to this monstrous
goro iton to the taxpayers of this land and those whose blood must

et if we are to be driven into this fierce controversy across the sea.”

In spite of Mr. Moore's violent talk, the American people will not
believe that the press of the Unlted States is subsidized to advocate
preparedness or purchased to shout for war. Belf-restraint and a
sober sense of thelr responsibilities are conspicuous qualities of the
fmt body of American newspapers. Mr. Moore makes a character-
stic fling at the profession when he commends * what there is of
honest journa in the United States.”

*“What there is of honest journalism " in this country is the over-
whelming mass of American journalism. We have cheap and firre-
sponsible papers in America, as every country has them, but they are
:;ﬁurew as to be noticeable exceptions to a general and wholesome con-

on. A

1t is unfortunate that the Representative from the third Pennsill-
vania district is not always as restrained and disereet in his public
utterances as the representative, the unpurchasable, newspapers of the
United States habitually are.

Mr, DAVIS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the problems of war
and the possibilities of peace.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the prob-
lems of war and the possibilities of peace, Is there objection?

[Afier a pause.] The Chair hears none.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments
to the bill (H. R. 19937) granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer-
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of
said war, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. JoHN-
soN of Maine, Mr. HuaHEgs, and Mr. Smoor as the conferees on
the part of the Senate,

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with-
out amendment bill of the following title:

H. R.19239. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Pearl River, Miss., and the fourth ward of the parish
of Washington, La., to construct a bridge across Pearl River be-
tween Pear]l River County, Miss., and Washington Parish, La.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the joint
resolution (8. J. Res. 205) authorizing the removal of the statue
of Admiral Dupont in Dupont Circle in the city of Washington,
D. €., and the erection of a memorial to Admiral Dupont in
place thereof.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the
following resolutions:

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the
giak;h of the Hon, JAMES P, CLARKE, late a Senator from the State of

nsas,

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased
the business of the Senate be now suspended to enable his assoclates to
payiproper tribute to his high character and distinguished public
services,

Resoleed, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the
House of Ifepresentatlves and transmit a copy thereof to the family of
the deceased.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr.
Sharkey, one of his secretaries, announced that the President
had approved and sizned bills of the following titles:

On February 17, 1917 :

H. R.455. An act to define the rights and privileges of the
trustees of municipally owned interstate railways and construing
the act to regulate commerce with reference thereto;

H. IR. 11288, An act for the relief of 8. 8. Yoder;

H. R. 8669. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to extend the lease of certain land in Stanley County, S. Dak.,
for a buffalo pasture;

H. I}, 17055. An act providing when patents shall issue to the
purchaser or heirs on certain lands in the State of Oregon;

8. 5082. An act adding certain lands to the Missoula National
Forest, Mont. ;

8. 5632. An act for the relief of Aquila Nebeker ; and

S.6595. An act to reimburse William Blair for losses and
damages sustaimed by him by the negligent dipping of his cattle
by the Bureau of Animal Industry, Department of Agriculture.

On February 19, 1917:

H. R. 10697. An act for the relief of S. Spencer Carr;

H. R.14074. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
village of Fox Lake, in the county of Lake, State of Illinois, to
construct a bridge across both arms of the Fox River where it
connects Pistakee Lake and Nippersink Lake, at a point suitable
to the interests of navigation, in the county of Lake, State of
Illinois ; -

H. R.17602. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county commissioners of Polk County, Minn,, and Grand Forks
County, N. Dak., to construct a bridge across Red River of the
North on the boundary line between said States;

H. R.18550. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Montgomery, in the State of Tennessee, to construct a
bridge across the Cumberland River; :

H. R. 18551, An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Montgomery, in the State of Tennessee, to construct a
bridge across the Cumberland River;

H. R. 18725. An act granting the consent of Congress to Kratka
Township, Pennington County, Minn., to construect a bridge across
Red Lake River; and -

- H.R.20574. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county commissioners of Decatur County, Ga., to reconstruct a
bridge across the Flint River at Bainbridge, Ga.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr, Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Pennsylvania rise? 3

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the
Clerk’s desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for
the D;@S&Ht consideration of the resolution which the Clerk will
report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolutlon directing the aﬂ)olntment of a epecial committee to inquire
into the char contained the statement made by the Hon. OScCAR
CALLAWAY, a Member of Congress from Texas, and for other purposes,

Mr. GARNER. I object, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question
of privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania, It is too late to discuss the
question raised by the gentleman from Texas [Mr., GARNER].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas did not raise
any question.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman objected.

The SPEAKER. He objected flatly.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. He objected to unanimous con-
sent. That is all right. The resolution affects the honor of the
House, and the gentleman objected. That is the status.

The SPEAKER. What did the gentleman say?

Mr. MOORE of Pernsylvania. I asked unanimous consent for
the consideration of a resolution which affects the honor of the
House, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner], I under-
stand, objected.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objected to the
request of the gentleman made a while ago.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I shall press that
resolution for a day or two, but meanwhile I rise to a question
of privilege,

The SPEAKER. Is it a question of personal privilege, or the
privilege of the House, or the highest privilege, or what?

Ar. MOORE of Pennsylvania, A question of privilege affecting
the dignity and integrity of the proceedings of the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Also affecting the rights, repu-
tation, and conduct of Members of Congress individually in their
representative capacity only.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And in support of that question,
in order to save time, I read from an editorial in the Washington
Post of Saturday, February 17, which, amongst other things,
gaid:

Mr. J. HaMmproX Moore, Member of Congress from Pennsylvanla, has
attracted notoriety by a speech which he recently delivered in the House,
in which he mingled pacifism and detraction, and repeated baseless
charges against the integrity of the newspapers of the country.

Passing that, I read further: :

Mr. Moorg bas declared that he will demand an investigation of the
charge that newspapers are subsidized. He has become sponsor for this
char%e. Let him press it. Let him name the newspapers that are
bought by British or German gold—

And so forth.

Mr. GARNER. May I interrupt the gentleman?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman may.
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Mr, GARNER. I want to suggest to the Chair and to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania that if he is now directing his remarks
to the integrity of the proceedings of the House, that can only
come in the form of a resolution to correct the Recorp and the
Journal of the House. Whatever a newspaper may state can
not affect the proceedings of this House.

The SPEAKER. That is true, but the gentleman also says
it is a question of personal privilege.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It is a question of privilege,
and under Rule IX it affects the rights, reputation, and conduct
of Members, individually, in their representative capacity.

I read the first editorial in order that the situation may be
cleared up by the second one. In the Washington Post of this
morning, February 19, is an editorial headed * Bogus Patriot-
i.sm ” .

The exhibition now being made in Congress by self—appointed g'nard-
fans of Amerlean patriotism is anything but creditable to their good
:u:nae or Americanism, ' They charge that the newspapers are

{Ing to drive the country into war. ey assert thnt hundreds of

ters are pouring in demanding that the country sh remain at
E Thoreupon they read a lecture on the horrors of war and the

lessings eace and roum} denounce those who Insist that the
Government shall prepare itself, so far as possible, for the defense of
its rights by war.

I will cut a little of it out for the purpose of coming to the
point.

No reputable newspaper in the United States has demanded war.
The assertion that there is a cabal of newspa rs bent upon forcing
the Government into war is the feeblest counsel of cowardice that has
yet been emitted. The press reflects public sentiment, by and large, and
there can not be any question of the fact that the people will go to war
rather than surrender fundamental rights.

I will pass that for a moment. I read further:

The Emple unquestionably expect that Congress and the Executive
will tt: wgi.l proper precautions and not be caught napping in the
aven

The cheapest sort of demagogy is that which flatters the pen{;le
and tries to make them believe that conspiracies are on foot which
can only be thwarted by their brave and vigilant Representatives, the
aforesaid demagogues,

Now, have I proceeded far enough to make this a question of
privilege affecting the dignity of the House?

The SPEAKER. You have not. [Laughter.]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. May I continue further?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will explain to the gentleman that
if it is a matter affecting the dignity of the House he ought
to introduce a resolution. If it is a matter of personal privilege
he is rising to, that is not necessary. Now, that matter that
the gentleman has read may be unpleasant and all that sort of
thing, but there is no resolution pending. But it does not say
a word about the gentleman, so far as I can hear.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It does speak about dema-
gogues in the House, however. [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER. I know. [Renewed laughter.]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And if any of the gentlemen
put the boot on their foot they may wear it.

The SPEAKER. But the thing that the gentleman overlooks
is that if he is raising a question of privilege affecting the dig-
nity of the House he has to introduce a resolution. If it is a
matter of personal privilege he does not have to introduce a
resolution. But 'you have to have some substantial foundation
for it. Now, if the gentleman has anything reflecting on him
individually, the Chair will entertain it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will un-
dertake to answer as to personal privilege. In the Washing-
ton Star of yesterday, Sunday, February 18, appears a speech
attributed to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor],
in which this statement is made, the quotations being put on
the gentleman from Wisconsin:

If I understand the views expressed by gentlemen—

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] and some
others—

If this shall come to pass—

That is to say, if this war shall come to pass—

We must do nothing.

“If our honor as a Nation is at stake,” says the gentleman
from Wisconsin, applying it to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Moore] and attributing motives to him—

We must do nothing. :

That is a direct violation of the belief and of the motives of
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and it is a reflection on his
personal and his Representative honor. The gentleman from
Wisconsin proceeds:

"If thls is to be the attitude of Congress and the American people.
then the days of this Republic are numbered.

LIV—230

That is a very serious charge in connection with the motives
of a Member of this House—

We will no lo be a nation, for an le t h
for thelr liberty upon the sea, it need be, L 100 coperiiy to ognt
for their liherty upon the la:

I not only resent that statement as attributed to me and as
imputing to me motives which I do not entertain, but I insist
that that statement having gone broadeast, I am entitled to
speak on it as a matter of personal privilege. I am neither too
cowardly to fight, nor am I too cowardly to vote, as I have voted,
for all proper measures of preparedness in this country, and——

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that the
g:‘t;tleman has not stated a matter of privilege, and is out of
order, ;

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvauia. I contend that this language
constitutes a breach of personal privilege, and I demand the
right to speak upon it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from KEentucky [Mr.
SHERLEY] makes the point of order that there is no personal
privilege involved in the language uttered. I wish the gentle-
man would read it over again—that part of it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. “If I understand the views
expressed by " the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]
and some others “if this shall come to pass™—that is to say,
the destruction of American rights and things of that kind—
“{if this shall come to pass, we must do nothing.” That is not
my position, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that what
the gentleman is quoting is the languagée of ihe gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor], delivered upon the floor, and that it
can not be turned into a question of personal privilege simply
because it is subsequently printed in a newspaper. The gentle-
man had his remedy, if there was need of one, at the time the
gentleman from Wisconsin spoke, when he could have made the
point that the gentleman was not in order and had the words
taken down, and the House could then have passed upon it.
But now to say that the reproduction of a speech made by a
Member on the floor by a newspaper brings it into a question of
personal privilege carries that coctrine further than I have
ever known it to be seriously urged before.

The SPEAKER. Now the Chair will ask the gentleman from
Kentucky a question: Does the fact that a ifember neglects to
have words taken down and acted on then and there prevent
him from subsequently rising to a question of privilege about
a statement made on the floor of the House?

Mr. SHERLEY. No; if the language of the Representative
is such as to raise a question of privilege, the Member has a
right to make a motion in connection with it, to move that it
be stricken from the permanent REcomp, or to take any such
action as that, but it can not be made the basis of an excuse
for a speech on the subject matter. It must be accompanied by
some formal proposal for the action of the House.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, may I add a
word——

Mr. GARNER. May I suggest to the Speaker that it occurs
to me that the speech of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
Lenroor] as it appears in the Recorp is the best authority on
this matter? The Chair can determine from that whether there
is anything in it that is calculated to give the gentleman from
Pennsylvania the right to address the House on a matter of

nal privilege. A mere conglomeration of reports in the
gta: about what was said on the floor of the House is not, it
occurs to me, the best evidence as to whether it presents a
question of privilege. The Recorp itself is the best evidence as
to the right of the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

The SPEAKER. There is no question but that the Recorp
is the best evidence.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I refer, if the
Speaker pleases, to that portion of the speech of the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. LENroor] which is woven around the gen-
tlemau from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] and others, in which it

appears——

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will suspend, the Speaker
will read the ReEcogp and see what it does say. Here is what
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LExgoor] said——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, before the
Speuker rules, will he not listen to me for a moment?

The SPEAKER. I will. I want to read this so that the gen-
tleman can predicate his action upon the official record.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am making the point of
privilege on the strength of the publication in the Evening Star.

The SPEAKER. Yes; but suppose the Evening Star mis-
quoted the gentleman rrom Wisconsin?
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then the gentleman from Wis-
consin is entitled to explain, as I am entitled to explain.

The SPEAKER. Well, we want to get it straightened out.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. Lexroor] did not attribute these sentiments o me,
then that is for him to state on the floor.

The SPEAKER. Here is what the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin said, and the general rule of construection is that a man
means what he says:

Mr. Chairman, for once we seem to find the tleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr, hioonn] and the guntleml.n from 'k [Mr. Lox-
poN] in absolute accord, for, as I gather from thair nrg-uments, they
take the position that ¥ C onﬂ'm 11 be called upen to take any ac-
tion in t‘l)zos present international crisis that, because the executive
branch of this Government has failed to maintain our rights against
England with reference to property rights, we should um to vote
to maintaln our rights against Germany involving human life.

Now, if the gentleman wants to get rid of that declaration of
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor] his proper mode
is to move to strike it out.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr, Speaker, it is absolutely
untirue, so far as it relates to me. Only an hour or so before
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor] spoke I had made
a speech in which I said, following the speech of the gentle-
man from Nebraska—and this is the utterance of Mr. MooORE
of Pennsylvania, not as interpreted by the gentleman from Wis-
consin but as he himself spoke here on this floor:

I, too, insist that we should assert American rights upon the high
seas, and especlally in our dealings with neutral countries. I have
supported measures In House—every one of them, I believe—to
BraPae, e otitry o A1 e R S ke D nt, M L
every nation that Interferes or tumples upo ose rlxh!x.

[Applause.]

Now, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor] came
in subsequently. I did not hear him make the statement, or
it would have been challenged at once. The gentleman came
in subsequently, changing his attitude from his vote on the
McLemore resolution, when he voted against the President——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania stated
to the Chair that he wanted to argue this question of order.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I
do want to—

The SPEAKER. Baut the gentleman is not deing it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. LENroor] having made this false statement of the
motives of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the gentleman
from Pennsylvania has a right to reply and give his reasons.

The SPEAKER. A reply is one thing and a question of privi-
lege is another.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I insist under
the rules that if a gentleman of this House is misrepresented in
a newspaper, he has a right, if it affects his integrity as a
Representative, to come upon this floor and as a matter of per-
sonal privilege, explain his position.

The SPEAKER. The rule is this: A newspaper can tell all
sorts of things about a person, but if the charge is as to his
conduct as a Member of the House, that makes it a guestion
of privilege.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman from Pennsylvania be allowed to proceed for 10
minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania be allowed
to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection? [After a
pause,] The Chair hears none.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. ANDERSON. The gentleman from Wisconsin does not
appear to be present. I object.

Severar. Meumsers. Too late,

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that comes too late.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend
to say a word about the gentleman from Wisconsin.

The SPEAKER.: The gentleman will proceed for not exceed-
ing 10 minutes.

Mr, ANDERSON. The gentleman from Wisconsin is present.
I will not object.

The SPEAKER. The objection came too late, anyhow.

Ar. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Now, Mr, Speaker, I sent to
the Clerk’s desk a little while ago, for the second time, a reso-
lution which proposes an investigation of certain charges made
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CArzAwAy] as to the influ-
ences controlling certain newspapers of the country that have
been advocating a foreign war.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr, GARNER. The gentleman just got unanimous consent to
address the House not exceeding 10 minutes on the theory that
he desired to address the House on a question of personal privi-
lege on]a speech of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I refuse to yield
guhr‘tlher. The gentleman is only consuming the 10 minutes that

ye,

The Washington Post is one of the newspapers that has chal-
lenged Members of Congress in the last two or three days to
investigate the Callaway charges. The charges have been made
that certain large interests have influenced newspapers in this
country to proclaim a war against Germany, and that they have
been urging the President to come to Congress for a declaration
of war. I suggested that there should be an investigation, be-
cause there has been a sudden change on the part of some of
these great newspapers in regard to war conditions, which has
given color to the charge that these certain influences are trying
to drive the United States into a war that the majority of the
people of this country do nof want,

Witness this editorial in the Washington Post of 1916, a little
over a year ago. This is the same paper that is to-day driving
:.'l:m country into war with Germany, Tuesday, January 4, 1916,

says:

GREAT BRITAIN'S ACTION A DECLARATION OF WAR AGAINST OUR COMMERCE,

lnnrderﬂmtthemdmm'th Post ma, tmhwnuw:?i}m
fllegal, and incomnsistent Great Britain her allies are in zin
vessels laden with noncontraband to elther belligeren

or neutral countries we quote from E oﬂ!cl.ll notes of the British
foreign office as to the Britlsh position upon cam of

character of those in which the British forei office to-day takes
dlametrlca!ly the opposite pmltiou of that whieh it held in former cases,

During the Boer War, when Lord Salisbury wu asked to state the

tion of the British Government shipments of foodstuffs,
e said

“ Foodstuffs with a hostile destination can be considered contraband
of war only If they are sn?plles for the enemles’ forces. It is not
sufficient that they are capable of being so used ; it must be shown that
this was In fact their des tion at the time of the selzure.”

Yet in 1914, through the infamous and inhumane order of council of
August 20, even such foodstuffs were made contraband of war and
were made subject to selzure by Brit.tsh vessels if consigned to a
pel‘!;on in Germany, and even if moving te Germany through a nentrql'.'l
lw':l‘ha case In 1904, when Russia, a belligerent then, seized a cargo of
nam- and railway material consigned to private concerns in Ja tha

%osing bellt:i:rent. brought out the positions of the United 8

Great Britain upon that seizure in the clearest possible ht, n.nd
Ia so comclusive that it leaves Great Britain not a particle defense
for Its pﬁan’dmnt unjust and tyrannieal actions,

Lord owne then wrote to Mr. Choate, who at that time was
ambassador to Great Britain: “ The test appeared to be whether there
are circumstances ting to any pn"dcular cargo to show that it is
destined for military and naval us
0 of flour and raflway material
was_consigned to private concerns in a 'ngerent country,
Lord Lansdowne stated that the test lmmt

Let our readers note well that thls Al
amn
to show that It &I—
tined for military and naval use,

The British Order in Coum:u smashes that Lansdowne test which he
set forth so clenﬂ%ta Ambmador Choate. But let our readers follow
Lord Lansdowne further in :
ment further pointed out th.n.t the dec:lzkon of the prize court of the
captor in such matters, in order to be on nentral states, must
be in accordance with the recognized rules and principles of interna-
tional law and procedure.”

In other words, the British Government refused to recoﬁ].ﬂ any
decision of a prize court that did not conform to the test as lald down
and abide by the g;lnc! le lnvolved

To-day the B ent cancels that mm out intorna-
tlonal law and procedure, nnd declares tha in Couneil™ be
supreme.

uring this same nnm—:apanm war Theodore Roosevelt was Presl-
dent of the United States, J tary of State, and Joseph
Choate was ambassador to Gmt Brl md there is no u
the record to show that there was an fference of opinion
officials as to the rights of neutrals to sell foodstuffs to be.mge
and surely not to neutrals,

This is what John Hay sald to Russia u n that pol.nt{ and it may be
takgp as granted that Theodore Roosnvcl as Preside approved the

* When war exists between powerful states it 1s vital to the legiti-
mate maritime commerce of neutral states that there shall be po re-
laxation of the rule, no deviation from the criterlon for determining
what constitutes coniraband of war lawfully subject to belligerent cap-
ture, namely, warlike nature, use, and destination. Articles which, like
armé and ammunition, are by their nature of self-evident use are eon-
traband of war if destined to enemy territory; but articles like coal,
cotton, and g] rovisions, though if or unril{ capable of warlike use, are
not snbject captute and confiscation un eu shuwn b{,fvmen“ to be
actually ﬂest.ln for the military or naval forces of a \ S

If the ciple which a g)peua to have been declared by the Viadi-
vostok prfze court, and which has not so far been disavowed or ex-

plained by His Imperial Maj 's Government, is aequiesced in, it
means, if carried into full execution, the complete destruction of all
neutral commerce with the noncombatant population of Japan; It ob-
viates the necessity of blockades ; it renders meaningless the princlplu
of the declnraﬂon of Parls set forth in the imper order of Feb
last that a blockade in order to Dhe obllgato? must be effective;
b!lterntes all distinetion be com| n contraband and non-
contraband goods, and 18 in effect a declaration of war mlnat com-=
mebl’eﬁ?l of ev;:ryaitescriptinn between the people of a neutral and those of
a gerent 8

Let our readers note that these words of Theodore Roosevelt and John
Hay were as against Russian seizure of foodstulfs cons!s'ned to private
concerns in J: apan. at war with Ruossia at that time,
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What would have been the words of those men if Russia had seized
hundreds of vessels and cargoes bound to neutral ports? Does any
Amerlean think they would have flled protest and protest and protest
without any redress to our shippers? 4

Does not John Hay speak the truth when he declared that Russia's
action in seizing the cargo of foodstuffs bound to Japan, a ent,
was “in fact a declaration of war against commerce of every i
tion between the people of a neutral and those of a belligerent state " ?

Then what is it when Great Britain and France selze neutral vessels
laden with foodstuffs bound from neutral states to neutral states? Is
the United States and its President to be treaed as Greece and Is King
is being treated? Is this coumr?y ready to be treated as an African or
Asiatic dependenc, bgetho allles

“He that would free himself must strike the blow ™ applies to
nations as well as individoals.

Why the change since January 4, 19167 This investigation
committee might find out.

Mr, GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not. On January 5, 1916,
the same Washington Post that now wants war with Germany,
under the heading of * Starvation of civilians—A most barbar-
ous form of warfare,” in the first column of the editorial page,
carried an intensely vigorous anti-British editorial, in which,
amongst other things, it said:

Whatever sympathy was won by Great Britain and France throngh
their somewhat awkward attempts to pose as champions of neutrality
in the case of Belgium has been lost by their conduct in Greece, their
disregard of Chile's neutrality, their * un;ust, illegal, and indefensible "
practices under the * orders council” against our neutral country
and the neutral and peaceful countries of Holland and Scandinavia.

Why this startling change on the part of the editor of the
Post within one brief year? On Friday, January 7, 1916, on
the first column of the editorial page, under the caption * It
is a question of American rights,” the same Washington Post,
in another editorial, which I ean not read in full, but speaking
of the markets of the world, which we are supposed to be free
to enter, says:

They are not open to our. customers, our legal, anxious, neutral cus-
tomers, In nugr of the peaceful nations named, and those countries are
blocked and limited in thelr purchases from this country by reason of
British diplomatic work, backed by British navalism, and the Senator
from Massachusetts should not have neglected to place this important
fact before the Senate and the American people.

Mr, GARDNER. Now, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. No. Why this change in the
course of one year? On January 10, 1916, in the second column
of the editorial page, the Post, under heavy headlines, demands
full freedom of the seas to our nationals and our commerce, and
states, somewhere here down at the bottom of it, this:

There may be some bluevlif!at Federalists still in the United States,
men as blindly loyal to British traditions as the old Jacobites who a
century after the revolution of 1688 were ﬂllmg up their cups and
drinking toasts to “ the King across the water,” but the{ can not pre-
vent the people of the United States from forcing Great Britaln back
to its.proper position under international law.

The people of the United States handled both Federalists and the
BriEish Government with greatest success in 1812, and they can do it
again.

Now that negotiations with Germany have almost reached a suc-
cessful conclusion, Presldent Wilson's task is much simplified, and he
can give his undivided attention to bringing the allles to a sense of
their proper respect for international law and the rights of this Re-
public a.ns its people.

Mr. Speaker, why this change?

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. No; I can not.

Mr. GARDNER. Does not the gentleman know that John R.
McLean is dead?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. On January 12, 1916, this
same Washington Post, that now, with some of the other great
newspapers, wants war with Germany, in the first-column
editorial, entitled “A world trade monopoly England’s avowed
object,” had this to say:

The United States has been marvelously patient in the face of

ievous injury to its peaceful commerce by the power that happens to

ave control of the seas. It would not be so patient if the temporary

injuries and stoppages were made permanent. It will never take its
oriders from London. An attempt to dominate American trade in that
fashion would necessarily result in war.

A monofoly of trade! So that is the ambition of the British; that
is the noble motive that Ins?lres this war; that is the animus against
Germany ; that is the sp]end d cause for which © Great Britain is fight-
ing America's battles!’

There is no danger, from present prospects, that Great Britain will
so crush her enemies as to be able to rob them of their trade; but if
there were danger of it, there would be added reason for the United
States to arm Itself for battle, for its turn would come mnext.

Oh, you Americans who think about running into this
BEuropean war, consider what the Post said January 12, 1916.
Why the change?

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. No.

Mr. GARDNER. Do you not know that John R. McLean is
dead?

Mr., MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday,
January 18, 1916, when it was afraid of Great Britain and the

Post was apparently telling the truth under the heading of

“ Great Britain's attempt to dominate the high seas,” it said:
We_ find it difficult to believe that the great democratic people of

the New World will allow their influence to be used to dizarm the

democratic oples of the Old World in their struggle for liberty

i%aidnst military dominations—says the Westminister Gazette, of
ndon.

How abount the struggle of the demoecracies of the New World against
naval dominations?

The world is dominated not so much by German militarism as by
British navalism.

The United States does not propose to be dominated by either.

Do you get that, my friend from Massachusetts? [Laughter.]

Mr. GARDNER. Does the gentleman yield? Does he not
know that John R. McLean is dead? ]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Oh, Mr, Speaker, what is the
use of going on further with this? There are numerous such
editorials as of 1916. Have I shown enough to prove the
change of attitude in one brief year on the part of one great
newspaper of the United States? Does it not suggest that there
may be a reason for the change?

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. No.

Mr. GARDNER. Does the gentleman not know that John R.
MeLean is dead?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Here is an editorial from one
of the great newspapers that wants the truth told. Here is an
editorial entitled, * They Dare Not Investigate.” Let me quote
from the Chicago Tribunte of February 16, 1917, only a day or
two ago:

THEY DARE NOT INVESTIGATE.

There is one worthy measure before Congress which has even less
chance of passing than a proper Army bill, It is a resolution to in-
vestigate the ownership of newspapers to find out if any of them have
been acquired in the Interest of foreign Governments to sway public
opinion for the benefit of those Governments against the interests of

¢ United States.

Nothing is more probable than that this should be so. Newspapers
are property and can be boug]:!llt and sold. Buying the editorial service
of a newspaper and buying the newspaper itself are two very different
things. en who would scorn to take money for editorial expression
would not hesitate to sell their properties. Few, indeed, are the
newspa{)er properties which would not be sold at a sufficient price,
and unlimited are the funds to buy them, and unlimited the needs of
all the warring natipns for friendly publicity in the United States.
Hence it is more ikely that there are newspapers in the United
States which now belong to allen Governments and are being conducted
in their behalf.

Congress will not investigate, however. Congressmen, smarting under
merited criticism, will charge newspapers, both singly and collectively,
with treasonable motives, but the majority party of Congress will not
investigate the owmnership of newspapers for the same reason it ob-
Jected to the investigation of the “ leak ™ of the President's message—
namely, for fear that it will find something.

For {ears there has been on the staute books a law reguiring the
Fubllsh ng of the actual ownership of newspapers, and for an equally
ong time the administration has failed to enforce this law. An in-
vestigation of the ownership of newspapers might not only bring to
light some interesting concealed ownerships but might prove also that
the administration mitted the evasion of the law in return for
political support. ere will be no investigation.

Mr. Speaker, to-morrow and on the day after I shall renew
my request for the passage of this resolution to investigate the
story of the gentleman from Texas. [Applause.] :

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has expired.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
one minute in which to reply.

Mr, KITCHIN: Mr, Speaker, I want to notify the House that
I am going to call for the regular order immediately after that
one minute.

Mr. HENSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent for one minute and the gentleman from
Missouri objects.

Mr, GARDNER. Does the gentleman from Missouri really
object?

Mr. HENSLEY. Yes.

Mr. GARDNER. Does he think it fair—

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri objeets, and
that is the end of it.

Mr., KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order.

CALENDAR FOR UNANIMOUS CONSENT.

The SPEAKER. This is unanimous-consent day, and the
Clerk will eall the first bill,

FORT PECK INDIAN RESERVATION.

The first business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8, §5612) providing additional time for the pay-
ment of purchase money under homestead entries of lands with-
in the former Fort Peck Indian Reservation, Mont.

Mr. HAMILL rose. :

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
New Jersey rise?
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Mr, HAMILLE. To ask for the present consideration of Senate
Joint resolution 201, which has passed the Senate, a similar
resolution having been unanimously reported to the House from
ihe Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, I objeet.

Mr. HAMILL. Does the gentleman object?

Mr. GORDON. I do object. [Cries of “ Regular order "]

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
the bill which the Clerk will report?

The Clerk will report the first bill.

The first business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (8. 5612) providing additional time for
the payment of purchase money under homestead entries of
land within the former Fort Peck Indian Reservation, Mont.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-

ec——

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado.
will explain——

Mr. STAFFORD. Last unanimous-consent day I asked that
this bill be passed over, because as it is now phrased any en-
tryman upon the Fort Peck Indian Reservation upon the pay-
ment of one-fifth of the original purchase price would be privi-
leged to have all the subsequent installments deferred for eight
years upon merely payment of interest at 5 per cent. I do not
consider that a private owner would permit his land to be used
for eight years upon the mere payment of interest at the rate of
5 per cent on the purchase price, and then at the termination of
that time allow perhaps the entryman, after he may have ex-
hausted all the virtue of the soil, to deliver up the land. I do
not see how any person can subseribe to a principle as enun-
ciated in this bill, It is merely putting a premium upon the
exploitation of the public domain, particularly upon the lands of
the Indians, I would like to have some explanation from the
Committee on the Publie Lands, who seek to safeguard their inter-
ests, how they could report any such bill as this, which would
grant the privilege of deferring the payments, save the initial
one, until eight years afterwards by merely paying an annual
interest of 5 per cent on the deferred installments.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I will say to the gentleman from
Wiseconsin it seeins to me he misconstrues the purpose of the bill.
It is very fully explained in the Secretary of the Interior’s

letter.
I not only read the Secretary’s letter once,

The gentleman from Montana

Mr, STAFFORD.
but I have read it twice, 80 I would be certain I did not mis-
construe it, and I will go further by saying the committee does
not follow the recommendations of the Secretary of the Inferior,
who only recommends an extension for seven years, whereas the
committee recommends eight years. Now, will the gentleman
explain that feature?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I will yield to the gentleman from
Montana, in whose district this is.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, this bill comes from the Senate.
The original provision provided for deferred payments on one-
half of the installments. It was at the instance of the Secre-
tary of the Interior that the proposition of deferred payments on
one-half was stricken out. Why he made the recommendation
I do not know. Per=onally I think that clause should remain
in the bill. The Public Lands Committee of the House should
not be taken to task because they did not follow the recom-
mendation of the Secretary, perhaps because the recommenda-
tion of the Secretary was made to the Senate and the Senate
put in eight years and the Public Lands Committee doubtless
followed the recommendation of the bill as it passed through
the Senate. Perhaps it would meet the ohjection of the gentle-
man from Wisconsin if we would resubstitute the proposition
and allow the deferred payments of one-half of the annual
amount, and if so I would offer an amendment to line 1, page
2, after the word “pay ™ add the words ‘one-half of any”,
which would make it read “may obtain extensions of time
within which to pay one-half of any installments of purchase
money,"”

Mr. STAFFORD. Personally I do not think it is good busi-
ness policy to extend the additional installments of the pur-
chase money of our public lands, especially in such a way as is
embodied in this bill,

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STAFFORD.- I will yield,

Mr, FERRIS. As the gentleman from Wisconsin knows, I
have come here many times nsking similar relief for the citizens
of my State, and if the gentleman will let me make a statement
that would, T think, appeal to him. It usually works out this
way. A piece of Indian land is opened for disposition; if it
were public land they would pay nothing for it, but as it is
Indian land they are compelled first to bid for it by com-

petitive bids, or they enter thelr bids pursuant to an ap-
praised price fixed by the Government. This Is what happens.
The people who buy these lands ean only buy tracts of 160
acres. The homesteaders are n and uniformly poor,
and the first thing they have to do is to build a fence, build
a little shack to live in, and plow and wrestle with the wild sod
land until it becomes productive. Now, these payments fall
due. It is just impossible to make payments, and they have to
have a little encouragement from the Government by giving
them extensions of time to make the payments. It does the
Indian no injustice because the settler pays 5 per cent interest,
and that is all that he ought to pay. This bill ought to pass.
These settlers need the relief. It does no one any harm.

Mr. STAFFORD. Is the gentleman defending the principle
of this bill by permitfing the entryman to be privileged to defer
all payments for eight years after the initial payment by paying
merely 5 per cenf inferest a year?

Mr. FERRIS. It may be better in some instances to make
them pay one-fifth, but what happens in nearly every case is
this: The settler finds that he must mortgage his land, and he
can not mortgage it until he makes final proof. If he owes a
thousand dollars on his homestead, he goes and probably bor-
rows $1,200, £1,000 to go to make his payment and the $200 to
have a little surplus to run another year. Then he has to
wrestle and run along for the next year. But if he makes these
payments promptly when due and keeps up his homesfead as he
has to do it results in taking the land away from the first home-
steader and letting the succeeding homesteader get it.

Mr. STAFFORD. But I can not subscribe to any prineiple as
embodied in this bill as will permit any person enfering upon
the public domain and pay one-fifth of the purchase price, and
live on the land for eight years by paying 5 per cent on the
deferred installments. I am seeking not to put a premium upon
these entrymen in abandoning their homesteads after utilizing
the land for eight years. The gentleman can not conceive of
an instance of any private owner granting such liberal provi-
sions as are embodied in this bill, paying one-fifth of the pur-
chase price, and then allowing him to have an option for eight
years when paying only 5 per cent on the balance of the payment.

Mr. FERRIS. Walit a minute. I ean give the gentleman a
number of instances.

Mr. EAGLE. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas demands the
regular order. The regular order is, Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. If the regular order is demanded, I object.

Mr, FERRIS. Will the gentleman withhold it for a moment?

Mr. EAGLE. I will gladly withhold it at the request of the
gentleman from Oklahoma.

Mr. FERRIS. One of the things I think the gentleman
from Wisconsin has overlooked is that no title is given until
payment is made. This renders it perfectly safe to the Indians,
to the Government, and everybedy. They need it.

Mr. NORTON. Will the gentleman yield just a moment?
This should be borne in mind: These entrymen shall actually
reside on the land for seven months in the year, and they may
make a three-year proof upon the land. Now, I will ask the
gentleman- how long, under the present homestead law, can
they hold this land after making entry and establishing their
residence? I do not imagine they can hold the land for eight
years. :

Myr. FERRIS. They probably could not.

Mr. NORTON. They must make proof for eight years.

Mr. STAFFORD. They could, under this law, hold the land
until the end of the eight years’ period. I am objecting only to
the idea of allowing a person to go upon these lands and pay-
ing one-fifth of the purchase price, and then permitting the
balance of deferred payments to eontinue over a period of eight

years.

Mr. FERRIS. I do not insist on that. I have no doubt the
gentlemen from Montana [Mr. Evaxs and Mr. Stour] will
accept an amendment if the gentleman will offer it. All over
thé United States the building associations exact but a small
payment. :

Mr. STAFFORD. The building and loan associations are not
the Government. There is no precedent like this ever here-
tofore established—that is, as broad as this.

Mr. FERRIS. It has been——

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman accept this?

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman will insist on it In con-
ference.

Mr. FERRIS. If the gentleman insists on it, we, of course,
will do our best to hold it

Mr. NORTON. Will the gentleman yield for a moment?
Mr. Speaker, I would like to suggest this: That when proof is
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made upon these homesteads the entire amount should be paid
at the time of proof, whether it is final proof or commutation
proof.

Mr. STAFFORD. Read the letter of the Secretary of the
Interior and you will see that he may still do that under the
terms of this bill

Mr. NORTON. What is the objection of the gentleman if the
proof is made when the payments are made? -

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not think it is good business policy

to allow a stranger to enter upen another person's land and
utilize it for nine years upon paying merely one-fifth of the
purchase price, and have the other installments deferred until
nine years upon paying 5 per cent.

Mr. NORTON. Under the suggestion I make, the entryman
could not hold the land for more than five years, because he
is required under the present homestead law to submit proof
within five years.

Mr. STAFFORD. Under the explanation of the Secretary of
the Interior he will be privileged, if this becomes a law, to hold
until the end of eight years.

Mr. FERRIS. I am telling the gentleman what the law is.

Mr., NORTON., The Secretary suggests that the payment
might be extended at the time the proof was submitted. I sug-
gest that the bill be =20 changed that all the payments are made
when the proof is submitted. It now provides in case of com-
mutation proof all the payments shall be made.

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman from Wisconsin is objecting
to that?

Mr. NORTON. The gentleman would not object if all the
payments are made when the proof [s made?

Mr. STAFFORD. I say make it mandatory.

Mr. NORTON. That is not what the gentlemen want. They
want it deferred until eight years.

Mr. FERRIS. We will accept the amendment if the gentle-
men insist upon it. Some relief is needed, and we must get
something through.

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, do not all the
gentlemen think that the interest payment on extensions ought
to be made annually?

Mr. FERRIS. I do. We can so amend it when it is eon-
sidered.

Mr. MANN. This does not provide that. In line 12, on page
2, would the gentlemen interested be willing to strike ouf, at
the end of the line, the words “at or™ and insert the word
,“annually ” in place of them, so it would read that “ interest
payments must hereafter be made annually "?

Mr. FERRIS. The committee would be very glad to accept
that.

Mr. MANN. So that it would read, “ the interest payments
shall be made annually.”

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. -

Mr. MANN, I do not make this as any condition. I was
going to move to strike out section 2. .

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr." STAFFORD. Reserving the right to objeet, with the
understanding that the gentleman is going to offer an amend-
ment, I have no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears none. The Clerk will re-
port the bill.

AMr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, this bill is on the Union Calen-
dar. 1 ask unanimous consent that it be considered in the House
as in the Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani-
mous consent that the bill be considered in the House as in Com-
mittee of the Whole. Is there objection?

Mr. GARDNER. I object. ;

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will not insist. If we
into the Committee of the Whole on this bill, we will have all
afternoon in the Committee of the Whole.

Mr. GARDNER. I will not objeet if I am allowed five min-
utes to answer the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorg].

Mr. FERRIS. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Garoner] may have five
minutes,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts may have
five minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. And then let the bill be considered in the House
as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, does not the
gentleman from Massachusetts think the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Moore] should be on the floor when he makes his
remarks?

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman may objeet or not.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. KING. T object, but only to have Mr. Moore on the floor,

Mr. FERRIS. Only to get him in?

Mr, KING. Yes.

Mr. GARDNER. I am not going to attack Mr. MoorE.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request that this
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole?

Mr. GARDNER. I must object. I must have a chance to
debate, and the only way I can get it is by going into Committee
of the Whole.

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts with-
hold & moment?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani-
mous consent that pending this request——

Mr. MANN. Coupled with it——

The SPEAKER. Coupled with the request is the request that
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Garpxer] be allowed
five minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. KING. Reserving the right to object, I wanted to ask the
gentleman from Massachusetts if he intended to say anything in
regard to Mr. Moore whereby he ought to be present?

Mr. GARDNER. I have never in my life in this House alluded
to a man without having him present, with the single exception
g (1;11-{ Hopkins of Kentucky some years ago, when I was forced

o it.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to this bill being con-
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole on the
condition that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GAroNER]
shall have five minutes now?

There was no objection. >

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts is recog-
nized.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the resolution
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. But
it onght to be amended so as to allow both sides of this news-
paper question to be investigated.

I hold in my hand an editorial from the Milwaukee Journal of
February 14, 1917, a few days ago. It is headed “ Their danger
increases,”” This is a very serious charge made by the Mil-
waukee Journal. I read:

The Sheboygan Herald and other pro-German organs can not under-
stand that most American newspapers are American. It is not sur-
prising, therefore, that these organs of Germany talk of American news-
papers * bought u&!bx the allles " and by Wall Street and the munition
makers, or that charge that these influences sway the course of
officers of the United States Government,

This makes it pertinent to point to the fact that the oaly known
cases of corruption of the American press in connection with world
war involves publications established or reestablished since the war
began. These publications have invariably ::30\19&6 the cause of Ger-
many against that of the United States have received German
money for doing so. Moreover, the ontli American mrwsi)ondentx who
are known to bave been corrupted with foreign money, in return for
“ coloring thelr reports,” succumbed to offers of German m-tmavl The
number of American journalists known to have been bribed In this way
is small. The number of those tempted with German money 1s larger,

cts. J its assurance that they can be de-
pended upon. It has in its possession photographic copics of cheoks
and other evidence to establish these facts. It may publish some of this
evidence in the near future.

Now, Mr. Speaker, if you are going to have an investigation,
you must draw that resolution in such a way as to investigate
both sides. I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania
agrees to that,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. He thoroughly agrees to that.

Mr, GARDNER. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to

put this whole editorial from the Milwaukee Journal in the

REcorp.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks as indicated. Is there
objection?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yleld?

Mr. GARDNER. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, I thoroughly agree with the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GArpwEr], that if there is
foreign interference with American newspapers by any country
it should be included in the investigation; if the Germans are
buying up American newspapers or controlling American news-
paper sentiment, that is just as reprehensible as if the English
were doing it.

Mr. GARDNER. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to
extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Following is the entire editorial referred to:

[From the Milwankee Journal, Feb. 14, 1917.]
THEIR DANGER INCREASES.

The Sheboygan Herald and other pro-German organs can not under-
stand that most American newspapers are Ameviean. It is not sup-
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prising, therefore, that these orgnns of Germnﬁ' talk of American
newspapers * bought up by the allies” and by Wall Street and the
munition makers, or that they charge that these influences sway the
course of officers of the United States Government,

This makes It pertinent to point to the fact that the omnly known
cases of corruption of the American press in connection with the
world war involve publleations established or reestablished since the

war began. These publications have Invarlably espoused the cause of
Germany inst that of the United SBtates and have recelved German
money for dolng so. American correspondents who

Moreover, the on‘l:i
are kpown to have been corrupted with foreign money, in return for
“ coloring thelr reports,” succumbed to offers of German money. The
number of American journalists known to have been bribed in this way
is small., 'T'he number of those tempted with German money is larger.
These are facts. The Journal gives its assurance that they can be de-
pended upon. It has In its ?ossession photographie coples of checks
and otber evidence that establish these facts. It may publish some of
this evidence in the near future.

Those newspapers, E:romgandists. and allen organizations which,
Earadlng under the se of Americanism, have been serving Germany

fostering disloyalty among citizens of this country, may soon find

emselves in what would be, to say the least, a very embarrassing sit-
uation. Their words and plots and acts constitute a record that damns
them, and they may safely take it for granted that their record i1s not
only officlally known but officially ]im"ed. Should Germany force
the United States into war, it will be found that our Government,
which has been most patient with trouble makers at home, can use the
{)ower of a strong arm swiftly and surely, For what is now only dis-
oyalty would in a state of war at once become sedition and treason.
Those whose words and deeds have placed themselves in the black
record ntrend%- made up would be subject to summary arrest and pun-
ishment shou'd they go on in the old way a moment after the out-
break of war. If to a.nyth!n% theg might then do or say were added
what they have sald or done, the chain of evidence of their alien spirit
and purpose would be clear and complete.

From every point of view, including that of their own interest, it Is
high time for agents of disloyalty to cease their attempts to stir u
the rank and file of German-American citizens against the Governmen
of thelr country, It has already been demonstrated that they can not
possibly succeed in tainting the loyalty of any conslderable number
of these citizens, The only result of further activity in the cause of
alienism will be to get themselves Into serious trouble from which
escape will be difficult

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That any person who has made or shall make
homestead entry under the act approved May 30, 1908 (35 Stats., p.
558), entitled “An act for the survf_{ and allotment of lands now em-
braced within the limits of the Fort Peck Indian Reservation, In the
State of Montana,” ete., may obtaln extensions of time within which to
pay installments of purchase money, which have become due and are
nngatd or which will hereafter become due by paying to the register
and receiver of the land office for the district in which the lands are
sitnated Interest in advance on the amounts due and for the period of
the desired extension at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, and any pay-
ment 8o extended may at its maturity be again extended in like manner:
Provided, That payment of Interest on installments now due must be
made in order to secure the extension ; Interest payments must hereafter
be made at or before the maturity of the payments to be extended, and
no payment will be postponed for more than eight iears from the date
of entry nor will a{ extension be made for less than one year: Pro-
vided further, That if commutation proof is submitted all é:e unpaid
payments must be made at that time,

EC. 2. That in case any entryman falls to make the payments, or
any of them, when due, unless the same be extended, or to make any ex-
tended payment at or before its maturity, unless it is again extended,
all rights in and to the land covered :3; his entry shall cease and any
payments theretofore made shall be forfeited and the entry canceled.

Ec. 3. That moneys paid as interest, ¥rovlded for herein, shall be
deposited in the Treasury to the credit of the Fort Peck Indians, the
game as moneys realized from the sale of the lands.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, I offer an amendment,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois offers an amend-
ment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. MaNx: Page 1, line 8, after the word
% Montana,” strike out the words *and so forth™ and insert in lieu
thereof the following: “and the sale and disposal of all the surplus
lands after allotment.”

Mr. MANN. That is simply to conform to the proper title.

Mr. FERRIS. The committee accepts that, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. I offer a further amendment,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois offers an amend-
ment, which the Clerk will report. ; ;

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Maxyx: Page 2, line 11, after the word
*“ made,!’ strike out the words “at or " and insert the word * annually.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, at the proper time I want to strike
out section 2.

Mr. FERRIS. I think the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr,
Starrorp] has an amendment to section 1.

Mr. STAFFORD. I move to amend, on page 2, in line 1, by
inserting after the word “ pay " the words ‘“ one-half of any.”

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, on page 2, in line 1, by inserting after the word *pay" the
words * one-half of any." A

The amendment was agreed to.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, I move to strike out section 2,

Mr, FERRIS. I have no objection to that.

Mr. MANN. Section 2 provides for the forfeiture of all the
payments which the entryman has made if he fails to make
some payment. In other words, if the entryman should pay
all the payments exeept the last one and then should die, leaving
a widow and children, and they were unable, either because of
estate matters or something else, to make the final payment, all
of the payments would be forfeited. I do not believe the Gov-
ernment ought to forfelt payments unless it is done deliberately,
knowing what the facts are.

Mr. FERRIS, Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from Tlli-
nois is entirely right about it, because this is what would hap-
pen. If a case of that kind should arise the parties interested
would come to Congress and ask the passage of a special bill
for their relief, and everyone would be willing to pass it. This
will obviate the necessity of that.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MAxN] to strike out section 2.

The motion was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and was
accordingly read the third time and passed.

STOREHOUSE AT BENICIA ARSENAL, CAL.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 762) providing for the construction and
equipment of a storehouse at Benicia Arsenal, State of Cali-
fornia.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin objects.
The bill is stricken from the calendar.

Mr. RAKER. I ask unanimous consent that it retain its
place on the calendar and be passed over to-day.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks to pass
this bill over without prejudice. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, how many times
has the bill been on the calendar?

Mr. RAKER. I do not know. This is the first time I have
asked that it remain on the calendar.

Mr. MANN. I shall have to object. I think a bill that has
been on the calendar once, that is objected to now, if it stays on
the calendar at all, ought to go to the foot of the calendar and
not stop at the top of the calendar,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. The
Clerk will report the next bill.

SETTLERS ON UNSURVEYED RAILROAD LANDS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 1792) for the relief of settlers on unsurveyed
railroad lands.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox). Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to objeet,
since this bill was under consideration the gentlemen interested
have furnished a more elaborate report, which gives a better
understanding of the real purpose of the bill. I wish to inquire
whether the Northern Pacific Railway Co. have not some rights
in these lands which would be the basis of a cliim in the Court
of Claims against the Government in case this bill is passed?
As I understand this bill, it privileges homesteaders who have
entered upon odd-numbered sections of land-grant lands of the
Northern Pacific Railway Co. to obtain patents to those lands,
and it grants, in turn, to the Northern Pacific Railway Co.
the right to accept lieu lands. My objection is not only to the
fact that I do not wish to have the Government incur an obliga-
tion, so far as the Northern Pacific Railway Co. is concerned, but
I also want to know whether the lien lands that might be ob-
tained would not be of greater value than the land which the
company surrenders? There is nothing in this bill which says
they shall be of approximately the same value, which is the lan-
guage generally used when lien lands are accepted.

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Washington [Mr. La ForrerTE], who is very familiar with
this, as is also the genileman from Washington [Mr. Joansox]?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, this is simply an amendment
to a law that is already on the statute book covering the same
kind of cases. When that law was passed it ran down to a
certain date, and it was supposed that all those lands would be
surveyed soon after that time; but it has run on now for many

-
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yvears, and the lands have not been surveyed. A great many
settlers have gone on the land, and they are simply asking for
the relief that other settlers have had who have gone on lands
under the same conditions in the past.

Mr. STAFFORD. What are the rights of the Northern Pacific
Railway Co. to these unsurveyed lands? Here you purpose to
take away the rights of the original grantee, the Northern Pacific
Railway Co., without their consent or approval, upon condition
that they will be privileged to accept other lands.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Their rights are just the same as they
were when the other law was passed which they have been
acting under, and this simply amends that act by extending
the time.

Mr, STAFFORD. 1Ig not the gentleman in error on that?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. T do not think I am.

Mwr, STAFFORD. Did not the other law merely give to those
who had entered upon the unsurveyed lands the right to retain
them in case the Northern Paeific Railway Co. approved of the
transaction and took the lieu lands in exchange?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. It all hinges on the decision
in the Violette case. The suggestion of amendatory legislation
was made to correct what was believed to be a failure in the
original act to provide adequate protection for the settler, sub-
sequent to January 1, 1898, on unsurveyed lands, a condition
emphasized in the decision in the case of the Northern Pacific
Railway Co. v. Violette (36 L. D., 182), reaffirmed in the case
of Arthur Gilfeather October 29, 1014,

Mr. STAFFORD. Is it not a fact that the Northern Pacific
Railway Co. have given notice to the department that they
intend to press a claim in the Court of Claims if this law is
passed and their rights are attempted to be crippled in this
matter?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The department of the Inte-
rior suggests the legislation. Here are unsurveyed lands, which
are out of taxation and subject, as other lands are, to lien
land serip. This proposed legislation is for the protection of 34
settlers, all that can be found who so settled on lands in the
railroad grant, thinking that they had the same rights as all
others under the passage of the act to which my colleague [Mr.
LA Forrerte] refers, but without rights, since the decision in the
Violette land case.

Mr. STAFFORD. I have no objection, so far as the provi-
sion relating to the settlers is concerned, provided it does not
involve the Government. This action is to be taken, as far as I
have seen, and I have read everything submitted to me in
the matter, without the approval of the Northern Pacific Rail-
road Co.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington.
equity in the matter.

Mr. MANN. Does not the Northern Pacific Railroad Co.
have the right to relinquish these lands and take new lands?

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes; but it must be done on their initia-
tive.

Mr. MANN. They can take the same lieu lands in one case
as they could in the other; they do not get any rights against
the Government. .

Mr. STAFFORD. No; not if they do it voluntarily, because
they are estopped from making any claim against the Govern-
ment, .

Mr. MANN. They would not have any claim against the
Government if they took the lien lands.

Mr. STAFFORD. No; not if they took the lieu lands.

Mr. MANN. And if they do not take them they will never
get anything.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Northern Pacific Railroad Co. has
had every opportunity to have these lands surveyed since 1884,

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, yes; but we have not been in a position
to survey all the lands of the United States. :

Mr. MANN. They would not have any claim against the
Government anyway.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The title is in the Government.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The title has not passed.

Mr. STAFTFORD. The title has not passed. The right has
been granted to them under the original land grant.

Mr. MANN. There are many cases where under the original
land grant they took lien lands and do take them; if they do
not take them they do not get anything.

Mr. DILL. When the other bill was passed they did not have
any claim against the United States.

Mr. STAFFORD. No; but the land department has con-
strued that law that it did not extend to the settlers any rights
except with the approval of the Northern Pacific Railroad Co.
That was the decision in the Violette case.

Mr, Speaker, upon the statement made by the gentleman from
Illinois I hardly think I will press my objection further if the

It gives the settlers an

gentleman-agrees to insert after the word “lands,” in line 5,
the words “ of approximately equal value.” -

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. T will not objeet to that; I do not think
it means anything,

Mr, STAFFORD. I-think it does mean something from the
;\raﬁ& that the public domain has been raided under these lieu
an
" Mr. FERRIS. I have no objection to that.

v Mr. STAFFORD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objec-
on.

The SPEAKER. Is'there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill be considered
in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani-
mous consent that the bill be considered in the House as in Com-
mittee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

An act™S. 1792) for the relief of settlers on unsurveyed railroad lands.

Be it enaeted, ete., That where, prior to July 1, 1913, the whole or
any part of an odd-numbered section within the primary limits of the
lﬁngh ant to the Northern Pacific Railway Co., within the State of

a
claimed

n, to which the right of the grantee or its lawful successor is

to have attached by definite location, has been settled upon in
geood faith while unsurveyed, by any qualified settler, the same s

subject to all the provisions of the act of July 1, 1898 (30 Stat. L.
pp. 620-622), relating to lands in sald primary lmits so settled
upon prior to January 1, 1898, and said act is hereby amended accord-

: Propided, That upon the relinquishment by said rallway company
of any of the lands so settled upon the selection of any lien lands by
gald company shall be confined to the State of Washington.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by inserting,
after the word *“lands,” line 5, page 2, the words * of approxi-
mately equal value.”

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 2, line 5, by inserting, after the word * lands,” the words
*“of approximately equal value.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed. .

_ On motion of Mr. Jou~son of Washington, a motion to recon-
sider the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

DISPOSITION OF LAND IN PORT ANGELES, WASH.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill S. 5900, an act providing for the disposal of certain land
in block 69 in the city of Port Angeles, State of Washington.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that that bill be stricken from the calendar.

The SPHAKER. Is there objection to the reguest of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 5788) to create two additional associate
justices of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina?

There ‘was no objection:

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That there shall be appointed by the President, by
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, two additional associate
justice of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia ; that sald ad-
ditional associates justices shall have the same power, authority, and
jurisdiction as now or hereafter may be exercised by any of the associ-
ate justices of the sald supreme court and shall be entitled to reeeive
the same salary, payable in the same manner.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed. 7

On motion of Mr. WEse, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

STEAMBOAT INSPFECTORS AT TAMPA, FLA,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 17605) to amend the first and seventh para-
graphs of section 4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United
States, as amended by the act of April 9, 1900.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, what will this
board of local inspectors cost the Government?

Mr. SPARKMAN. I can not say; but 1 am safe in saying
that the amount saved in the passage of the bill will be consid-
erable, My recollection is that there are two inspectors, and
they are paid $1,500 or $2,000 a year.
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Mr. STAFFORD. Sixteen hundred dollars, I believe, under
the statute.

Mr. MANN. The statute does not fix any salary except at
this particular place, does it?

Mr, STAFFORD. At this particular place it would be $1,600,

Mr. MANN. Are there two or three inspectors?

Mr. STAFFORD. Two.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
substitute and consider the bill S. 8079, a similar bill.

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, I would like to inquire of my colleague if this changes
the headquarters from Apalachicola of the present local in-
spector? bl

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr, Speaker, I will say that it does not
change the headquarters of the inspection distriet of which
Apalachicola is the headquarters, and was not intended to do so.

The SPEAKER., Is there objection to considering this bill in
the House as in Committee of the Whole?

There was no objection.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr, Speaker, I now ask unanimous con-
sent that Senate bill 8079 be considered in lieu of this, which
bill is on the Speaker's table.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani-
mous consent to consider Senate bill 8078, of like fenor, in place
of the House bill. Is there objection?

Mr, MANN., Let us have the Senate bill reported.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the first and seventh paragraphs of section
4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by the
act of April 9, 1906, be amended by inserting after the words * Jackson-
ville, Fla.,” In each paragraph, the words “ Tampa, Fla.”

The SPEAKER, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question in on the third reading of the
Senate bill,

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

The House bill was laid on the table.

On motion of Mr. SPARKMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

FORT PECK INDIAN RESERVATION.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, we just passed Senate bill 5612, pro-
viding additional time for the payment of purchase money under
homestead entries of lands within the former Fort Peck Indian
Reservation, Mont., and we struck out section 2. As this is a Senate
bill the Clerk would not have authority to renumber the sections.
I ask unanimous consent that the order for the third reading
and passage of the bill be vacated, and that an amendment be
agreed to to strike out the numeral “ 3" after the word * Sec.”
and inserting the number “ 2" in lieu thereof, and then that the
bill be considered as read a third time and passed.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to vacate the proceedings on the bill 8, 5612, back
to the amending stage. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend, in line 24, page
2, by striking out after the word * Sgc.” the numeral “ 38" .and
inserting in lieu thereof the numeral *2.” ;

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the
bill as amended.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

PRODUCTION AND DISTRIBUTION OF FOOD PRODUCTS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was H. Res. 389, directing the Federal Trade Commission to
investigate and report to the House of Representatives the
facts relating to the production, marketing, and distribution
of food products in the United States, together with any vio-
lations of the antitrust laws in connection therewith, and
recommendations for greater economy and efficiency in the
marketing of food produets and the punishment and prevention
of extortion in the prices thereof.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
think this has been taken care of.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr, Speaker, the purpose of this is covered
by an order which the President has made upon the Federal
Trade Commission, but it does not seem to me that that militates
against the passage of this resolution. It is rather an argument
in its favor.

Mr, MANN. Tt seems to me to be the other way.

Mr. BORLAND. If the President agrees that the investign-
tion ought to be made, it seems to me that the House can well .
agree to it, too.

Mr, MANN. I do not see any reason for duplicating the work.

Mr. BORLAND. That is not duplicating.

Mr. MANN. The President has already directed that the
investigation be made.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr, BORLAND. Will the gentleman permit me to ask unani-
mous consent that the resolution remain on the calendar?

Mr. MANN. Let it go to the foot of the calendar.

Mr. BORLAND. Does the gentleman object——

Mr, AUSTIN, I do not object to the bill going to the foot
of the calendar.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will go to the foot
of the calendar.

Mr. BORLAND. I am afraid that that means that it will
not be reached this session.

There was no objection.

FISH-CULTURAL BTATION, KLAMATH RIVER, CAL.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 11245) to authorize the establishment of an
auxiliary or field fish-cultural station on the Klamath River, in
the State of California.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects, and
the bill will be stricken from the ealendar.

ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE FOR TEXAS,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 5450) to amend section 108, chapter 5, of the
act entitled “An aet to codify, revise, and amend the laws relat-
ing to the judiciary, approved March 3, 1911.”

The SPEAKER. 1s there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, this bill must be considered in connection with another
bill upon the Unanimous Consent Calendar providing for a new
division of the northern judicial district of Texas, H. . 19299,
It is surprising that the Attorney General, though he comes
from the State of Texas, virtually makes an adverse report
upon the bill providing for either an additional judge to relieve
the conditions in the western district or to create a new dis-
trict.

Certainly he does not make a favorable report as to these pro-
posals. As to the bill that provides for a new division, he does
make an adverse report upon it, for he says in his letter to
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate:

It does not occur to me that new courts at any one of these three

ints are especially mneeded. As distances go in Texas, Lubbock,
E‘?ichita Falls, and Brownwood are fnirlf close to other polnts whose
terms of court have already been established,

It was my idea that there was an equal need of relief in the
northern district of Texas as in the western district of Texas.
I can not agree with the proponents of this bill, who have
favored me with a large amount of data of the conditions pre-
vailing there, that the conditions in the western district are
s0 exceptional. ‘While there has been a large increase of crim-
inal cases and bankruptey cases, which we all know as far as
bankruptey cases are concerned do not require the attention
of the court, as far as clvil cases are concerned there has only
been an increase of 20 in new suits introduced some 8 or 10
years ago, but I think the report shows a rather exceptional
condition prevailing so far as the trial of persons in El Paso
is concerned, a distance of 700 miles from Austin, I believe,
and from Dallas.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, Has the gentleman also taken into
consideration that there is more business at El Paso than at
any other point? ;

Mr. STAFFORD. That is a small section, largely criminal
suits arising out of conditions on the border, merely ephemeral,
and will pass away ultimately.

Mr. GARNER. If the gentleman will permit, let me say I
agree with the gentleman from Wisconsin that the northern
district does need rellef. The truth of the business is that
Judge Maxey and Judge Meeks both have endangered their lives,
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1917. CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—HOUSE. 3627

if not put themselves on the very verge of invalidism, on account
of the amount of work they have had to do in the last six or eight
years in those two districts. Now, I agree with the gentleman that
the northern district should have relief, just as the western dis-
triet; and I would like to see this bill amended so that, if pos-
sible, the northern district would have the same relief as the
western district. :

Mr, STAFFORD. I had intended to frame an amendment so
as to provide that this additional judge could be used in the
northern district as well, but on referring to the Judicial Code
I find that there is an express provision which enables the circuit
Jjustice to assign a district judge of any district to work in an-
other district where his services are needed. I am withdrawing
my opposition to this bill largely with the idea that if it is passed
this additional judge will not merely look after the little work
that arises in Kl Paso, because the Aftorney General says that
there is not enough work there to engage the attention of a judge,
but that the circuit justice there will assign this new judge to
the relief of the judge of the western district and also of the
northern district. Sooner or later, when the population increases
down there, there will be need for the creation of a new district.

Mr., GARNER. May I say to the gentleman, the attor-
neys interested in this matter have already looked after that
matter by preparing a statement to the presiding judge of the
circuit court as to the conditions of these various courts that
this judge may be assigned to the place where there is greatest
need on account of the work.

Mr. STAFFORD. As the gentleman knows, the showing
made from the report of the Attorney General that the condi-
tions in the northern district are almost identical as the west-
ern in regard to work—

Mr. GARNER. Undoubtedly.

Mr. STAFFORD. Undoubtedly the judge may be assigned to
the relief of conditions in both districts. Mr. Speaker, I with-
draw the reservation of objection and ask unanimous consent,
or some one may ask unanimous consent, that the substitute be
read in lieu of the House bill.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the substitute be read in lien of the House bill and that the bill
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union. ; :

The SPEAKER. First, is there objection o the considera-
tion of this bill at all? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.
Now, the gentleman from Texas asks unanimous consent that
this bill be considered in the House as in the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union. -

Mr. GARNER. And that the substitute be read in lieu of
the original bill. - L

The SPEAKER. And that the substitute be considered in
lieu of the House bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the Unlted States, by and
with the advige and consent of the Senate, shall appoint an additional
judge of the District Court of the United States for the Western Dis-
trict of Texas, who shall possess the same powers, perform the same
duties, and receive the same compensation and allowance as the pres-
ent judge of said distriet, and whose official place of residence shall be
malntained at El Paso until otherwise provided by law.

The substitute was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be read the third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: *An act to provide for
an additional judge in the State of Texas.”

On motion of Mr. GARNER, a motion to reconsider
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

GREAT NORTHERN RATLWAY CO.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (H. R. 16922) authorizing the Secretary
of the Interior to sell and convey to the Great Northern Rail-
way Co. certain lands in the State of Montana for division
terminal yards and other railway purposes, and for other pur-

the vote

poses,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. This bill is on the Union Calendar.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I gsk unanimous consent that the
bill be considered in the House as in the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
Chair hears none.

Mr. EVANS, I ask that the bill 8. 7796 be taken from the
Speaker’s table and substituted for this bill. )

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana asks unani-
mous consent to take the Senate bill of similar tenor from the
Speaker’s table and consider that in lien of the House bill.

[Aﬂer a pause.] The

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, is the Senate bill
just the same?

Mr, EVANS. T understand it is verbatim.

Mr, MANN. Including the amendment to section 47

Mr. EVANS. I can not say positively. I had that assurance
from the Secretary. My bill was introduced first.

Mr. MANN. I will not object to the consideration, but I
want to hear whether it is the same bill or not.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Garner), The Clerk will
report the Senate bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (8. 77086) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to sell and
convey to the Great Northern Railway Co. eertain lands in the State
of Montana for division terminal yards and other rallway purposes,
and for other purposes.

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to canse to be appraised all those parts
of section 32 and 33, township 31 north, range 32 east, and of section
5, township 30 north, range 32 cast, Montana meridian, State of Mon-
tana, described as follows:

Beginning at the point of intersection of the present right of way
of the Great Northern Railway with the east line of the northwest
?uarter of the southeast quarter of sald section 33, which point is 75
eet northerly at right angles from the center line of said Great North-
ern Rallway as the same is now constructed across sald section 83:
thence westerly to a point on the west line of sald quarter quarter
section 300 feet northerllv at right angles from said center line ; thence
southwesterly parallel with sald center line to an intersection with the
east and west quarter guarter section line in the southwest quarter of
sald section 83 ; thence westerly along sald quarter quarter section line
to the west line of said section 33; thence westerly along the east and
west quarter quarter section line in the south haff of sald section 32
to the northwest cormer of the southwest quarter of the sonthwest
quarter of sald section 32; thence southerly along the west line of
said quarter quarter section to the north line of section 5, township 30
north, range 32 east; thenee westerly along sald north llne to the
northwest corner of sald section 5: thence southerly along said west
line to the present northerly right-of-way line of sald railway, which
rlxht-otlwttf line Is 75 feet northerly at right angles from the center
line of said raiflway as the same is now construgted: thence northeast-
erly parallel with said center line to the place of beginning. Also be-
ginning at the point of intersection of the southerly right-of-way line
of sald rallway with the east line of the southwest quarter of the
sontheast quarter of sald section 32, sald point being 75 feet distant
southerly at right angles from sald center line;. thence sonthwesterly
parallel with said center line to the west line of lot 3, section 5, town-
ship 30 north, range 32 east: thence southerly along said west line to
a point 200 feet distant southerly at right angles from said center
line ; thence northeasterly parallel with sald center line to the east line
of the southwest quarter of the southeast ?]usrter of eald section 32;
thence northerly along said east line to the place of beginning, the
said tracts containing in the aggregate 170.07 acres, more or less,
The said center line of railway is described as beginning 129 feet south
of the east quarter corner of said section 33, running thence south-
westerly In a stralght line, intersecting the west line of said section
82, 921 feet north of the southwest corner, a distance of 10,422 feet:
thence on a curve to the left, with a radius of 11,459.2 feet, a distance
of 500 feet; thence southwesterly, tangent to said curve, 511.4 feet to
b the west line of said section 5 at a point 825.5 feet south of the north-
west corner.

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interfor be, and he is hereby, fur-
ther authorized and directed to cause to be appraised all those parts of
sections 14 and 15, township 27 north, range 47 enst, Montana merid-
hm'f i!z; the Fort Peck Indian Reservation, State of Montana, described
as follows :

Beginning at the polnt of intersection of the present right-of-way
line of the Great Northern Railway with the east line of the northwest
?unrtor of the northeast quarter of said section 14, which point is 75
eet distant northerly at right angles from the center line of said Great
Northern Railway as the same i3 now eonstructed over said section :
thence westerly in a stralght line to a point on the west line of said
quarter quarter section which is 275 feet distant northerly at right
angles from said center line; thence southwesterly parallel” with sald
center line to an intersection with the south line of the northwest
quarter of the northwest quarter of said section 14; thence westerly
along said south line to the west line of said section 14 : thence west-
erly along the east and west quarter quarter seetion line in the north
half of said section 15, to the northwest corner of the southeast quarter
of the northwest quarter of said section 15: thence south along the
west line of sald quarter quarter section 1,170 feet; thence southwest-
erly 850 feet to a point on the present northerly rightof-way line of
the said Great Northern Rallway, which point 18 100 feet distant
northerly at right angles from the center line of sald railway as the
same is now constructed ; thence northeasterly parallel with said center
line to the north and south guarter section line of said section 15:
thence southerly along said quarter line to n point 75 fect distant
northerly at right angles from the said center line; thence northeast-
erly parallel with said center line to the place of beginning, containing
94.15 acres, more or less. The said center line of railway is a tangent
intersecting the east line of section 14, 365.7 feet south of the north-
east corner thereof, the east line of section 15, 905.8 feet north of the
east guarter corner and the west line of section 15, 466.8 feet gouth of
the west quarter corner,

8ec. 8. That upon appralsing the said lands the Secretary of the
Interior is nuthorized and directed to sell and convey the same to the
Great Northern Railway Co., a corporation of the State of Minnesota,
and owning and operating lines of railway in the State of Montana and
other States, for divislon terminal yards and other railway purposes,
upon such terms as he may deem advisable. If the sale of any of the
lands deseribed in section 2 hereof shall include the whole or any part
of the allotment of an individual Indian, the purchase price of such
allotted land shall be paid to such Indian, subject to the control of the
SBecretary of the Interior as to the funds of incompetent Indlans.

Sec. 4. That the appraisal of the lands described In section 1 of this
act shall take Into consideration the estimated cost per acre for the
construction of irrigation works for the Milk River irrigation project,
and in no event shall be less than the actual market value of said land

and the estimated cost per acre for the construction of sald irrigation
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prr?ect. The conveyances for the lands described above in sectioms 1
and 2 shall reserve to the United States and its successors in interest
right of way for canals or ditches heretofore or hereafter comstructed
thereon, and the rallway compnnly construct at its own expense
any crossings of said canals or ditches which may be necessary for its
purposes, and such crossings shall be built and maintained in such a
manner as not to interfere with the operations of sald canals or ditches
by the United States or its snccessors in interest, and such conveyances
sga.ll be subject to any prior valid rights of way.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of this bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none. The question is on the third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

By unanimous consent the corresponding House bill (H. R.
16922) was ordered to lie on the table.

MOUNT M'KINLEY NATIONAL PARK.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill (8. 5716) to establish the Mount McKinley National
Park, in the Territory of Alaska.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of this bill?

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
I have no objection to the general purpose of the bill, but I think
there should be some amendment.

Mr. McCLINTIC. At the suggestion of one of the Members
I have prepared an amendment which will limit the amount to
be appropriated in any one year, and fixing it so that no money
shall be appropriated except by a direct legislative act.

Mr. STAFFORD. On the amount?

Mr. McCLINTIC. It is the same amendment that is included | 4,

in the other park bills. This amendment was taken from the
Rocky Mountain Park bill.

Mr. STAFFORD. Where does the gentleman propose to in-
sert? Will the gentleman kindly read it?

Mr. McCLINTIC. I will say this suggestion was made by
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor], and this amend-
ment was submitted to him. It reads: P

Provided, That no appropriation for the maintenance of sald park in
excess of $10,000 annually shall be made unless the sum shall first
expressly authorized by law. :

Mr. STAFFORD. Does that include the funds that will arise
from the rental of the privileges and the like in the park, which
under the provisions of this bill are to be utilized for the main-
tenance of the park?

Mr, McCLINTIO. I understand that all funds derived from
the park are to be paid into the Treasury.

Mr. STAFFORD. Not under the wording of this bill. That
is one of the amendments I propose to offer, I want to know
whether it would meet the approval of the chairman of the
comimittee,

Mr. McCLINTIC. I do not think there would be any objec-
tion to that.

Mr. STAFFORD. In the last sentence of section 7, instead
of having the funds derived from leases or other privileges to be
utilized for the continuous use of the pork, to have them turned
into the¢ Treasury as miscellaneous receipts.

Mr, McCLINTIC. I am sure that will be satisfactory.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Chairman, I did not hear the colloguy
between the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp] and the
gentleman in charge of the bill

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Mc-
COrixnTic] stated he proposed to offer an amendment so that not
more than $10,000 should be utilized.

Mr. MONDELIL. I heard that, but with regard to the provi-
sions relative to the provisions in lines 11 and 13, page 4.

Mr. STAFFORD. My idea was to offer an amendment so as
to have all those proceeds turned into the Treasury as miscel-
laneous receipts.

Mr. MONDELL. Would it not be a better amendment to
strike out that part of the paragraph?

Mr. STAFFORD. What provision would be made, then, as to
the proceeds from leases and other sources of revenues?

Mr., MONDELL. Then the proceeds would flow into the

- Treasury.

Mr. McOLINTIC. Will that be satisfactory to you?

Mr. STAFFORD. Entirely satisfactory.

Now, another thing: Does not the gentleman think, so far as
the privileges of prospectors and hunters in the park are con-
cerned, that those privileges should be under such regulations
as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe?

Mr. McCLINTIC. I might answer that by saying that this
matter was thoroughly considered by the Secretary of the In-
terior and also the Department of Agriculture. In the House
bill originally some reference was made to that particular pro-
vision, but afterwards the Secretary of the Interior withdrew

his recommendation along that line and allowed the Senate bill
to go through with his full recommendation and approval.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does not the gentleman think, regardiess
of the attitude of the Secretary of the Interior in that par-
ticular, that we should vest in the Secretary of the Interior
certain powers to restrain prospectors and miners in the amount
of game that they are privileged fo kill? Those privileges ought
to be under the regulation of the Secretary of the Interior.

Mr. McCLINTIC. The Secretary of the Interior thought that
under the provisions of this act that the provision was suffi-
clently safeguarded, and he would have sufficient jurisdiction
to take care of game in the Territory. But I would like to ask
the Delegate from Alaska in regard to that.

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not find any such jurisdiction. I
do not think there would be anything wrong in inserting * under
such regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may preseribe.”
‘We are providing an organic act for this park and occasion may
arise when the Secretary of the Interior may think it necessary
ttg “proscribe the shooting of game ad libitum by prospectors

ere,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MONDELL. Reserving the right to object——

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman from Oklahoma just sug-
gested he would like to have the opinion of the Delegate from
Alaska as to the suggestion made that the privileges of the miners
and prospectors so far as hunting without limitation and for their
actual necessities is concerned, should be restricted under such
regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe.

Mr., WICKERSHAM. Yes; I do not think that ought to be in

ere.

Mr, STAFFORD. The restriction should not be in?

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I do not think that amendment should
be made. I understand there is a general park law whieh gives
him that right without putting it in here.

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not reeall any such provision as would
extend that.

Mr. WICKERSHAM. We thrashed that out in the committee
sev;e;‘al times. There are good reasons why it should not be
put in.

Mr. STAFFORD. There is one other matter that I wish to
call attention to, and then I will subside, so far as this bill is
concerned. There is awkward phraseology found in section H—
“that the said park shall’be under the executive control of the
Secretary of the Interior, and it shall be the duty of said exeen-
tive authority.Y Why not say just “he™?

Mr. McCLINTIC. This is the language of the Senate bill as
it passed that body.
= Mr, STAFFORD. That does not give it more right to be
exempt from criticism than if it were a House bill,

Mr. McOLINTIC. If the phraseology is wrong it ought to be
corrected.

Mr, STAFFORD. I would like to inquire of the gentleman
as to his opinion. It seems to me to be awkward. It says: “It
shall be the duty of the said executive authority." Why not
say “he”? It refers, I am sure, to the Secretary of the Interior.

Mr. McCLINTIC. I am sure there will be no objection to
any amendment that will perfect the section.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to
section 4, at the bottom of page 3, which provides that the min-
eral land laws of the United States are hereby extended to
lands included in the park. I understand the situation is this,
that the mineral laws that apply to Alaska—and they are some-
what different from the general land laws—now apply to lands
in the park. What is desired, as I understand, is that nothing
in this bill shall modify or change that situation. Now, my
information is that there is some question as to what we might
do if we enacted into law the language of the bill, because the
mineral laws of the United States, some of them, do not apply
to any part of Alaska.

I thought the gentleman would not have any objection, pos-
sibly, to striking out that language and inserting something like
this: “ Nothing in this act shall in any way modify or affect
the mineral laws now applicable to the lands in said park"
That leaves them as they are.

Mr., McCLINTIC. We wouldbe very glad to accept that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, the gentleman
gaid he would offer an amendment providing that not more
than $5,000 a year could be appropriated for the support of
this park. I want to say I propose to antagonize such an amend-
ment, if it comes upon the floor.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?
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Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I wish to say that that amendment has been adopted in all the
park bills recently passed. Unless we shall have an under-
standing that that amendment will be agreed to, I shall be
compelled to object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of this bill?

Mr. LENROOT. What does the gentleman from Oklahoma
say in regard to that matter?

Mr. McCLINTIC. I agree that the amendment shall be p
sented, and we will support the amendment. .

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of this bill?

There was no objection.

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be considered in the House as in Committee of
the Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oklahoma
asks unanimous consent that this bill be considered in the
House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

The SPEAKER pro tempore., The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (8. 5716) to establish the Mount McKinley National Park,
in the Territory of Alaska.

Be it enacted, cte,, That the tract of land In the Territory of
Alaska particularly deseribad by and included within the metes and
bounds, to wit: Beginning at a point as shown on Plate III, recon-
nolssance map of the Monnt McKinley region, Alaska, prepared in the
Geological Survey, edition of 1911, said pnfnt belng at the summit
of a hill between two forks of the headwaters of the Toklat River,
agproxlmute latitude 63° 47’, longitude 150° 20'; thence south
6° 20° west 19 miles; thence south 68° west 60 miles; thence
in a southeasterly direction approximately 28 miles to the sum-
mit of Mount Russell; thence in a northeasterly direction approxi-
mately 89 miles to a polnt 25 miles doe south of a point duoe
east of the point of beginning; thence due north 25 miles to sald
polnt ; thenee due west 283 miles to the point of beginning, is hereby
reserved and withdrawn from settlement, occupancy, or disposal under
the laws of the United States, and sald tract is dedicated and set
apart as a public park for the benefit and enjoyment of the people,

_under the name of the Mount MeKinley National Park.

SEgc. 2. That nothing hereln contained shall affect any valid existing
claim, locatlon, or entry under the land laws of the United States,
whether for homestead, mineral, right of way, or any other Yurpose
whatsoever, or shall affect the rights of any such clalmant, locator,
or entryman to the full use and enjoyment of his land.

Sec. 8. That whenever consistent with the primary purposes of the
park the act of February 15, 1901, applicable to the location of rights
of way In certaln national parks and national forests for irrigation
and other purposes, shall be and remain applicable to the lands in-
cluded withli)n the park.

BEC. 4. That the mineral-land laws of the United States are hereby
extended to the lands included within the park.

8gc. 5. That the said park shall be under the executive control of
the Secretary of the Interior, and it shall be the duty of the said execu-
tive authority, as soon as practicable, to make and publish such rules
nnd regulations not inconsistent with the laws of the United States
as the sald authority may deem necessary or proper for the care,

rotection, management, and improvement of the same, the said regu-
fatlans being primarily almed at the freest use of the sald park for
recreation purposes by the public and for the preservation of animuls
birds, and fish and for the preservation of the natural curiosities an
scenic beauties ther of.

SEC. 6. That the said park shall be, and is hereby, established as
a game refuge, and no person shall kill any game In sald park except
under an order from the Secretary of the Interior for the protection
of persons or to protect or prevent the extermination of other animals
or birds: Provided, That prospectors and miners engaged in prospect-
ing or mining in said park may take and kill therein so much game
or birds as may be needed for their actual necessities when short of
food ; but in no ease shall animals or birds be killed in sald park for
gale or removal therefrom, or wantanl{.

8rc. T. That the said Secretary of the Interior may, in his dis-
cretion, execute leases to parcelz of ground not exceeding 20 acres in
extent for periods not to exceed 20 years whenever such ground is
necessary for the erection of establishments for the accommodation of
visitors ; may grant such other necessary privileges and concessions
a8 he deems wise for the accommodation of visitors; and may likewise
arrange for the removal of such mature or dead or down timber as
he may deem necessary and advisable for the protection and improve-
ment of the park. The proceeds of leases and other revenues that may
be derived from any source connected with saild park shall be expended
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior in the administra-
tion, maintenance, and improvement of the park.

Sec. 8 That any person found guilty of violating any of the pro-
visions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall
be subjected to a filne of not more than $500 or imprisonment not
exceeding six months, or both, and be adjudged to pay all costs of the
proceedings.

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mp, Speaker, I offer an amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oklahoma
offers an amendment, whieh the Clerk will report,

The Clerk.read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. McCrinTic: Page 4, line 14, after the
word “park,” insert the words * Provided, That no appropriation for the

maintenance of sald park in excess of $i0,000 annually shall be made
unless the same shall have been expressly authorized by law.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment.
The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN rose.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman desire
recognition on the amendment?

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker

Mr. MANN. I suggest that the gentleman from Oklahoma,
who did not take the floor until the Chair put the question,
can not go on now. However, I am willing to yield to him,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the
gentleman from Oklahoma was on his feet.,

Mr. McCLINTIC. 1 did not yield, the floor.

Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that in offering this amendment
we are only following a precedent that has been established in
the creation of all the late parks. I believe in the bill creating the
Rocky Mountain Park and many others; they include this pro-
vision, which limits the amount to be expended in one year;
and that being the case and having agreed with the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor] that this amendment should be
offered, I believe that the same should be adopted, as it will
be in keeping with the policy that has already been established
by the House. I hope the amendment will be adopted.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I very much doubt the propriety of
putting this limitation into these park bills. I can appreciate,
however, the fact that probably more national parks will be
created, since it is easy to put this proposition into the bills,
than would be created if this sort of a proposition did not go
into the bill.

We passed the Rocky Mountain National Park bill a few
years ago, Well, you can not do anything with the Rocky
Mountain National Park with $10,000 a year. Now we propose
to create the Mount MecKinley National Park, where Mount
McKinley is. I believe Mount McKinley is the highest moun-
tain on the North American Continent, The Alaskan Rail-
road will run not a great distance from it when it is completed,
and that will not be very long, and everybody who goes to
Alaska visiting will probably go to this national park, which has
the most imposing scenery that can be found on the western
continent outside of the Andes Mountains, and from my reading
I believe it is more imposing than anything in the Andes Moun-
tains.

Mount MeKinley is said to be the most imposing mountain in
the world. Because the ascent to the top is not gradual, by
foothills, the distance of the mountain up in the air from the
surrounding country is greater, I believe, than that of any other
mountain in the world. Necessarily a good many people will
go there. I am told there are great herds of caribou there and
considerable herds of mountain sheep and some other wild
animals, Necessarily if the park is set aside and anything is done
with it, there must be some trails constructed and some guards
or watchmen there. I doubt very much whether in the course of
a year or two $10,000 will be enough. Of course, I would rather
pass the bill, even with the provision that there shall be no
money spent, just so the park is set aside, than not to have it set
aside at all. Though for the life of me, since I first read Dr.
Cook's Ascent of Mount McKinley—which he never made, but a
book which is probably the most graphic description of that
territory that can be found anywhere—I have doubted whether .
anybody else could make any use of any of the icebergs or the
other mountainous country included in this bill.

I do not believe it is desirable to make such limitations a
fixed habit.

Mr, LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, T am opposed to the expendi-
ture of any large sums of money on new national parks in the
present condition of the Federal Treasury; but I am in favor
of the creation at this time of national parks containing great
scenic beauty or natural curiosities. I believe that If you strike
out this limitation there will not be many more park bhills re-
ported from the Public Lands Committee; but they ought to be
reported, not with the idea of immediate use, but to set them
aside so that they will not go into private ownership, and that
later on they may be developed. We now have, I believe, some
14 national parks. The bills creating the latest two have con-
tained the limitation that is now proposed by this amendment.
In the very nature of things the amount that Congress will
annually appropriate for the development of parks is limited.
If you strike out all limitation, and we appropriate half a
million dollars a year to be divided among 14 or 16 national
parks, it will amount to nothing so far as aectual utility. is con-
cerned, and that money should be confined to four or five
national parks until they are developed, and begin to gain
some revenue such as we are now getting from the Yellowstone,
and such as we are now getting from the Yosemite; but they
should not be scattered through all the parks of this country.
At the same time we ought to preserve them now for future
generations, before a portion of them may get into private
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ownership. Therefore I am very much in favor of this amend-
ment. It ought to be adopted, and so far as Alaska is concerned,
by the time the Alaskan Railway is completed, by the time
that tourist travel shall go there in any large numbers, that
will be time enough for Congress to remove the limitation that
ought to be adopted by this amendment,

Mr, WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, I think generally there
ought to be limitations of this kind upon these park bills. As
a member of the Committee on the Public Lands, I always favor
these limitations with to expenditures on the parks of
this country, generally, but I do think such a limitation in this
bill is a mistake, not because the lack of it will tend in any way
to destroy the great beauties of that park, but it will tend to
leave open to spoliation the herds of wild game which are now
within its boundaries. There is good reason for some stringent
measures to be taken at this time for the protection of the
game in the park. It embraces the highlands around Mount
McKinley, All of it is above timber line, and all is substantially
within the region of constant snow. Great glaciers are em-
braced within its boundaries. But the great game animals in
that region resorf to this park and to the high valleys around
it for protection, especially in the summer time. . Thousands of
caribou, many moose, and herds of sheep and other wild ani-
mals are found there. The Government railroad is now being
constructed along the east line of the park. Thousands of
people are going in there soon, and too many will carry a gun
and be looking constantly for game; and if something is not
done pretty soon for the protection of thiz game, it will all be
killed off. So, I say again, I think now is the time to make a
good appropriation for the protection of the game in the park.
The great scenic beauties of the park do nof need an appro-
priation for their protection, but the game there does need it,
and needs it now. - .

Mr. LENROOT. Does not the gentleman think an appro-
priation of $10,000 a year for the protection of game in one
single park is a fairly liberal appropriation?

Mr. WICKERSHAM. It may be sufficient. I am only stat-
ing the facts. The park itself is very large, and it is ap-
proached by the game upon all sides, so that considerable money
will have to be spent in protecting the game if you want it
protected.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Garner). The question
is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Oklahoma
[Mr. MoOrIxnTIC].

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MONDELL. I move to strike out section 4 and to insert
the language which I send to the Clerk’s desk,

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. MoxpeLL : Page 3, strike out all of section 4 and
insert in lleu thereof the l'o‘llnwlnﬁn

“ Bepc. 4. Nothing in this act s in any way modify or affect the
mineral-land laws now applicable to lands in the said park.”

Mr. McCLINTIC. I accept the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. STAFFORD, Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out in section
7 all after the word “ park,” down to the end of the paragraph,
excepting the proviso just adopted by the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman offers an amend-
ment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. StaFForDp: Page 4, line 10, following the word
“ park,” strike out the following language:

**The proceeds of

P! of leases and other revenunes that be derived from
any source connected with said park shall be under the direc-
tion of the Secretxr{ of the Interior in the administration, maintenance,
and improvement of the park.”

Mr. McCLINTICO., Mr, Speaker, I think those words ought to
go out.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, STa¥rorn].

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and was
accordingly read the third time and passed.

On motion of Mr. Tavror of Colorado, a motion to reconsider
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

RELIEF OF MINE OWNERS IN FEDERAL SERVICE.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 18828) to relieve the owners of mining claims
who have been mustered into the service of the United States
as officers or enlisted men of the Militia or National
Guard from performing assessment work during the term of such

service.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MONDELL. Reserving the right to object, I would like
to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill whether he is quite
certain that the bill as it now reads would not relieve indefi-
nitely the officers and men of the National Guard from the
necessity of doing assessment work on mining claims?

Mr. HAYDEN, I do not think so. The men are mustered
into the service of the United States and mustered out again
Just as some of the National Guard of the District of Columbia
have been within the past few days.

Mr. MONDELL.: On a hurried reading of the bill T do not
see anything providing that it shall only apply to the time
they are enlisted. It applies after they have been mustered
into the service of the United States, If that point in an
amendment was made limiting it——

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit me, the same
question arose in my mind, and it may be that it is a valid
objection. However, on page 2, line 2, it reads:

Bo that no clnim or an
which has begmn‘mgn}arly locnteg paaf:-cg tr!:::roﬁ'odww:hﬁl b{esusﬁuz-’g?ig
forfeiture for nonperformance of the annual assessments until six
months after such owner is mustered out of the service or until six
months after his death in the service.

I reached the conclusion that that was a limitation.

Mr. MONDELL. It is a limitation, and yet it is rather an
indefinite one, when you take into consideration the fact that
this question of relief from the necessity of doing assessment
work is likely to be taken into the courts.

Mr. MANN. I have not doubt what the court would deter-
mine about it, but what the department would do about it T am
nét so certain,

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman is quite sure that a court
would construe that language to the effect that the relief was
only during the service I will make no objection.

Mr. HAYDEN. It is only intended as such.

Mr. MONDELL. It is evident, however, that the relief is
not only during the service but for a period subsequent

Mr. HAYDEN. For six months.

Mr. MONDELL. That is perhaps all right.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con- °
sideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the provisions of section 2324 of the Revised
Btatutes of the United States, which uire that on each mining elaim
located after the 10th 4 of Masg. 1872, and until patent has been
issued therefor, not less $1 worth of labor shall be performed
or improvements made during each year shall not apply to clalms or
R{lﬂm of claims owned by officers or emlisted men of the Organized

itia or the National Guard who have been mustered into
of ‘the United States, so that no mining claim, or any part thereof,
owned by such person which has been regularly located and recorded
ghall be subject to forfeiture for nonperformance of the annual assess-
ments until six months after such owner is mustered out of the service
or until six months after his death in the service: Provided, That the
claimant of any mining location, in order to obtaln the benefits of this
aect, shall file, or cause to be filed, in the office where the location notice

recorded, within 90 days from and after the passage

or certificate is

and t:gproml of this act, a notice of his muster into the service of the
UIE States, and of his desire to hold said mining claim under this
ac

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

NEW DIVISION OF THE NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTBICT OF TEXAS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 19209) to create a mew division of the
northern judieial district of Texas, and to provide for terms of
court at Wichita Falls, Tex., and for a clerk of said court, and
for other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? -

There was no objection.

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to consider the Senate bill 8, 7644, a similar bill to the
House bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. .The gentleman from Texas
asks unanimous consent to consider a similar Senate bill.

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, the Senate
bill does not contain the amendment that the committee offered
to the House bill. g

Mr. MANN, I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas
where did I get the impression that there was a Federal -
building at Wichita Falls? :

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There is none and never has been
one at Wichita Falls,
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Mr, STAFFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman from
Texns whether he intends to offer the committee amendment
in the House bill to the Senate bill if the Senate bill is
considered?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The bills are identical, except
that the amendment was offered to the House bill that Wichita
Falls should furnish a room to hold the court.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman from Texas offer that
amendment to the Senate bill?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none,

The Clerk read Senate bill 7644, as follows:

Be it enacted, e!c That the counties uf Are‘her .'Bsaylor Clay, Cottle,

Foard, Mon g, Knox, Wichita, Wil wn; ghall con-
stitute a divl on of the norﬂ'zern j'udlcl.al dlstrict of Texa

Bec. 2. That terms of the distriet court of ithe United sum for the
sald northern district of Teus shall be held twice each year at the ci
or Wichiu in chh‘ltn County, on the fourth Monday in Mare

he third in November. The clerk of the court for the

northorn district ot exns shall maintain an office in charge of himself
or a deputy a ta Falls, which shall be kept open at all times for

the transaction of the business of the court.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend-
ment.
The Clerk read as follows:

end the Senate bill, on page 2, line 4, after the word * court,” by
add'lng thereto the following:

** Provided, That suitable accommodations for holding court at Wichita
Falls shall be provided by the county or municipal authorities without
expense to the United States."

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. StepHENS of Texas, a motion to reconsider
the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

The bill H. R. 19299 was laid on the table,

TRANSFER OF LAND AT FOREST GROVE, OREG., TO THE UNITED BTATES.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill H. R, 18166, authorizing the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs to transfer fractional block 6, of Naylor's addition, Forest
Grove, Oreg., to the Department of Agriculture, for the use of the
Bureau of Entomology.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? ~

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, I would like
to inquire of the aunthor of the bill what is the need of this
school site being transferred to the Bureau of Entomology?
There is no report here from the Agricultural tment.

Mr, HAWLEY. There were some statements about it in the
papers submitted favorable to the action proposed in the bill
The situnation is this: The land was fransferred to the Com-
missioner of Indian Affairs, to be located at Forest Grove, many
years ago, but the school was removed to Chemawa, near Salem,
and the lands have been unused by the school for a long time.
They continued out of such use probably 25 years. The Bureau
of Entomology in the Department of Agriculture has an experi-
ment station located there, which has charge of all the experi-
ments connected with the ravages of pests and insects affecting
forage and other crops in the Pacific Northwest.

Mr. STAFFORD. The station is at present in existence at
this place?

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; and they are using these lands for that

purpose.

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to know whether it was the estab-
lishment of a new station?

Mr. HAWLEY. No; it has been there established three or

four years.

Mr. STAFFORD. And it is to continue a work already in
progress.

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes.

Mr. MANN. What is the value of this land?

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no idea. It is not a valuable tract;
it is a small tract, less than an acre, I think.

Mr. MANN. What would the Bureau of Entomology do with
an acre?

Mr. HAWLEY. They plant clover and other crops on the
land that are affected by pests, and they make experiments and
study the life history of the pests, and instead of having to go
out to the fields where the pests are infesting the crops they can
make these studies on this tract.

Mr. MANN. We will have to pay for this land, will we not?

Mr. HAWLEY. No. It was given to the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs in the Department of the Interior.

Mr. MANN. It was deeded to him as a trustee, was it not?

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; as I recall.

Mr. MANN. Will we not have to pay for the land?

Mr. HAWLEY. No.

Mr. MANN. Plainly we will, unless the gentleman has more
information than is contained in the report:

* % & The land involved at Forest Grove was purchased with
funds comtributed by interested in the Indlans’ welfare and
deeded to the * Co er of Indian Affairs for the time being, as
trustee for the Forest Grove Indian Training Behool, and to his suoec-
cessors in office.” As the land at Forest Grove is not in use, the

oot ot e koot " (R0, 8, SOLfreR Hnkes
gra propriations for the sup) o e school a e latter
place, 1 see no objection to the enuggent. L SAL A

But if the gentleman stays in Congress for two years more
he will be offering a bill to send the claim of these Indians to
the Court of Claims to find out what this land is worth, so as
to reimburse them.

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman from Oregon would introduce
no such bill, because the land was donated by public-spirited
citizens for the benefit of the Indian school, and when the
Indian school was removed gratuity appropriations were made
and are now being made for the purpose of supporting the
school. The people who donated the land told me they would
like to have it now used for this station.

Mr. MANN. Let me give the gentleman one instance, and
then I will not say anything more. Not long ago we referred
a matter to the Court of Claims, and the Court of Claims found
that we owed the Cherokee or some other tribe of Indians
$1,000,000 and more as of 1838—everybody dead and gone who
knew anything about it—upon which we are paying 5 per cent
interest since 1838, and some day we will pay for this land
and 5 per cent interest.

Mr, HAWLEY. I think not.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no

The SPEAKER, Thls bill is on the Union Calendar.

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
it be considered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of Indh.n Affalrs, under
the direction of the becretar{ of the Interior, is hereby authorized and
directed to transfer all right, title, and interest in fncﬂonal block 6

of Naylor's addition to t e clty of Forest Grove, in Oregon, to the
Secretary of Agriculture, for the use of the Burenu of Entomology.

With the following committee amendments:

e 1, line 7, strike out the words * Secre of Agﬂcu]ture " and
in lien thereof the words * United States o America.”

Page 2, line 1, after the word * Batomology," insert the words
“ Department of Agrlculture

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments.

. The amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill authorizing the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs to transfer fractional block 6 of
Naylor's addition, Forest Grove, Oreg., to the United States of
America, for the use of the Bureau of Entomology, Department
of Agriculture.”

On motion of Mr. HAwLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION RILL.

Mr, FITZGERALD, by direction of the Committee on Appro-
priations, reported the bill (H. R. 20967) making appropriations
for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1918, and for other purposes, which was
read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying report
(No. 1508), ordered printed and referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order on
the bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming reserves all
points of order on the bill.

EXCHANGE OF LANDS IN WYOMING.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 4282) to permit the State of Wyoming to relin-
quish to the United States lands heretofore selected and select
other lands from the public domain in lieu thereof.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr., MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman object to
allowing the bill to remain on the Unanimous Consent Calendar?

Mr. MANN. . Speaker, the gentleman has the right to put
it on
Mr llfi‘;j)'.t\'fDELL. I hope that the gentleman will not object to
its remaining on the calendar. It is a very important piece of
legislation, and I hope I may persuade him that it ought to pass.

Pa
inser
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The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman any request to make? -

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can place it upon the calendar.

Mr. MONDELL, It will go to the foot of the calendar.

Mr. MANN. I think it ought to go to the foot of the calendar.
1 think we will be able to run through the calendar before the
end of the session.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects.

AIDS TO NAVIGATION.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 19067) to authorize aids to navigation and
for other works in the Lighthouse Service, and for other pur-
poses.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. COX., I object,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana objects, and
the bill is stricken from the calendar.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, is the gentleman willing to
reserve that objection?

Mr. COX. I will reserve it for a moment, but I am going to
object to it.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state this is the
department’s bill authorizing such aids to navigation as appear
to be necessary to the service. They are not appropriations, but
merely authorizations, a very important bill, and should pass
in my judgment and in the judgment of the committee. The
department is very anxious it should be considered, and I do
not think the gentleman ought to object to it.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. COX. I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana objects, and
the bill is stricken from the calendar.

NATIONAL EMPLOYMENT BUREAU.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (H. R. 5783) to provide for the establish-
Eelr)lt of a national employment bureau in the Department of

abor.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana objects, and
the bill is stricken from the calendar.

ADDITIONAL JUDGE FOR MONTANA.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (8. 789) providing for an additional judge
for the district of Montana.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. - Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, 1 object.

The SPEAKER. The bill is stricken from the calendar.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Illinois
reserve his objection and let the bill remain on the ealendar?

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can put it on the ealendar, where
it will go in the proper place. I will say, frankly, I think we
ought some way at some time to go clear through the Unanimous
Consent Calendar. Nearly every time when one of the old bills
is considered on the calendar and objection is made, the gentle-
man in charge of it wants to have the objection reserved and to
make a speech on it. The gentleman ean put his bill on the
calendar again; he is not denied that right.

Mr. HULBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desired to reserve the right
to gbject to this bill for the purpose of getting some information,

r. MANN. I think we ought to go on to the next bill, so I
object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects, and the
bill is stricken from the calendar.

DESERT-LAND ENTRIES.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (8. 1068) relating to desert-land entries.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. This bill is on the Union Calendar.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the bill be considered in the House as in the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chalir hears none,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ele., That the ﬂght to make a desert-land entry shall
not be denied to any applicant therefor who has already made an en-
larged-homestead entry of 320 acres: Provided, That mﬂ! applicant 1is
a duly qualified entryman and the whole area to be acquired as an en-

larged-homestead enfry and under the provisions of this act does not
exceed 480 acres. |

The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

SAFETY OF EMPLOYEES AND TRAVELERS UPON RAILROADS.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (H. R, 15950) to amend an act entitled
“An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon
railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in interstate
commerce to equip their locomotives with safe and suitable
boilers and appurtenances thereto,” approved February 17, 1911,

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. The bill is stricken from the calendar.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY, RHODE ISLAND.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (H. R. 10110) to increase the salary of the
United States district attorney for the district of Rhode Island.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none,

Mr., O'SHAUNESSY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be considered in the House as in the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
Chair hears none,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, cle,, That from and after the passage of this act the
salary of the United States district attorney for the district of Rhode
Island shall be at the rate of $5,000 a year. ,

The committtee amendment was read, as follows:

3 s%t;%rgnout, in llne G, the fighres * $5,000 " and insert in lleu thereof

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

NATIONAL RESOURCES OF THE PUEBLIC DOMAIN.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was H. Res. 418, authorizing certain members of the
Committee on the Public Lands of the House of Representa-
tives to make investigations relative to national resources of
the public domain. :

The Clerk read the title of the House resolution.

The SPHAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr, Speaker, I object.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman withhold his objection?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right
to object.

Mr. MANN. I want to ask a question. Did the gentleman
ascertain whether a simple resolution of this sort would have
any effect or not?

Mr. FERRIS. I did take it up with the Committee on Accounts
after talking to the gentleman from Illinois, and they said there
were two precedents where it was held to be sufficient; one of
them was the half-and-half investigation and one other that——

Mr. MANN. That this House can by resolution provide for
expenditure of the contingent fund after the final adjournment
of Congress?

Mr. FERRIS. Iremember the suggestion of the gentleman——

Mr. MANN. Or was the other in vacation?

Mr. FERRIS, The other was in vacation, just as this is.

Mr. MANN. That is between sessions; that is quite a different
thing.
Mr. FERRIS. Oh, no; it carried on over to the succeeding
Congress. It is an identical case with this.

Mr. MANN. After the final adjournment of Congress?

Mr. FERRIS. After Congress had adjourned. I recall the
suggestion of the genfleman from Illinois. I followed his sug-
gestion and consulted the chairman of the Accounts Committee.
I feel sure the resolution will accomplish it.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I object.

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin reserve the
right to object for a moment?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; I think I will object.

The SPEAKER. The bill is stricken from the calendar.

BADGE OF UNITED DAUGHTERS OF CONFEDERACY OF VIRGINIA,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill (H. R. 19771) to permanently renew patent No. 24917.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. BORLAND. Reserving the right to object, can we have

the bhill reported ?
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The
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The Clerk read as follows:

Be it ted, ete., That tain desi t tl ued by the United
States Patent Office of date November 26, 1805, being patent No, 24917,
is renewed and extended for a period of 14 elrs and after the
passage of this nct. with all the ﬂg‘hts and rtvnegw pertaining to the
same as of the original patent, being gen y known as the badge of
the United Daughters of the Confederacy of Yi:rgi.nin.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The ques-
tion is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and

The t!tle was amended so as to read:
No. 24917,

PURCHASE OF EMBASSY, ETC., BUILDINGS ABROAD.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 19122) to amend the act of Congress of
February 17, 1911, entitled “An act providing for the purchase
or erection, within certain limits of cost, of embassy, legation,
and consular buildings abroad.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. I object.

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman reserve his objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. I reserve it.

Mr. ROGERS. This bill was reported unanimously from the
Committee on Foreign Affairs afier full hearings. It is an
exceedingly opportune moment to pass the bill at the present
time because of the fact that the American dollar is worth very
much more in making purchases abroad of embassies and lega-
tions than it would be after the war. The State Department is
particularly anxious to have an embassy purchased at Petrograd.
There is said to be a discount of 40 per cent on the ruble, so
that our money would go almost half again as far as it would
in normal financial times.

Mr. . If that is the case we would purchase now
practically for $150,000 what would cost in times past $220,0007

Mr. ROGERS. The proposition now is to pay $450,000 for
a building that would cost about $650,000 in peace times.

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman is not considering the con-
dition of the Treasury at the present moment.

* Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman understands that this meas-
ure. involves the expenditure of not an additional dollar beyond
that contemplated under the Lowden Act.

Mr. STAFFORD. I understand that we leave the exemption
of $£150,000——

Mr. ROGERS. The Lowden Act limited the expenditures to
$£150,000 in- any one city. The effect of that has been that we
have been unable to purchase any embassies or legations in the
great capitals of Furope, where we needed them the most.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman said this would not affect the
intent of the Lowden Act. I drew the Lowden Act myself. I
would say it would very materially affect the intent of it.

Mr. ROGERS. I did not say it would not affect the intent
of it. I said It would not necessarily involve the United States
in any additional financial outlay.

Mr. MANN. It would involve the United States in a great
deal more money in the course of years. I am not undertaking
to say whether we ought to have it or not. The Lowden Act
was the result of years of agitation. It was, of course, a com-
promise. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr, LoNeworTH], before
Mr, Lowden was here, had the same proposition pending before
the House. The Lowden Act was a compromise, The gentle-
man’s amendment now proposes to lift the lid off entirely, with
absolutely no limitation as to the amount the Government may
pay at any one place.

Mr. ROGERS., Within the $500,000.

Mr. MANN. Not at all within the $500,000 limit. If you
spent -only $500,000 in one year, you might take 10 years in
paying for the place, and the gentleman’s bill now would make
in o}rﬂer a provision to pay $2,000,000 for a building at Petro-
grad.

Mr. ROGERS. Would the gentleman be willing to tolerate a
modification of the language?

Mr. MANN. I am only calling the attention of the gentleman
to what would be done. I have not raised any objection myself.

Mr. LONGWORTH. May I have the attention of the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Sta¥rorn]? Would the gentleman
ebject to the bill if an amendment should be offered to restore
the present limit of $150,000 in any one place except in places
where the population is in excess of 1,000,0007

Mr. STAFFORD. I thought of putting a limit there of
$150,000.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me ask the gentleman a question.
What is the purpose of this bill? To permit the purchase of
an embassy at Petrograd?

“A bill to renew patent

Mr. LONGWORTH. Not directly.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think that is the real purpose of it.
They tried to put it in the diplomatic bill, and could not, be-
cause It was not anthorized by law. Then they tried to put it
in the deficiency bill, and now they try to put it on this bill.

Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman will pardon me, this
would have nothing to do——

Mr, FITZGERALD. The only place now in the world where
that price would prevail is at Petrograd, where they are pro-
posing $485,000.

Mr. LONGWORTH, The gentleman recognizes, of course,
that under the Lowden bill if we do not raise the $150,000
limit we will never have an embnssy building in Petrograd,
Berlin, Vienna, or Paris.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why not?

Mr. LONGWORTH. Because it is utterly impossible for us
to get suitable land in those cities for that purpose.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is nonsense. You can get if in
New York for that.

Mr, LONGWORTH. While I do not particularly recommend
that this building should be at Petrograd or at any one capital,
it is impossible under the present law ever to have suitable
embassies in the large capitals. And when I say suitable em-
bassies, I do not mean the buildings to be used only for the
embassies, but for the chancellories as well.

That is where the actual business of the American Govern-
ment will be carried on, instead of at some office down a by-
street as It Is In most cases now.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Ohio or the gentleman
from Massachusetts give me this information? Has a building
bbeen selected at St. Petersburg? I use the term * St. Peters-

urg.”

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes.

Mr. MANN. How many rooms has it in it?

Mr. LONGWORTH. A very large nnmber

Mr. MANN. How many?

Mr. LONGWORTH. I think there are 70.

Mr. MANN. Seventy or one hundred?

Mr. LONGWORTH. As I remember the correspondence,
which, by the way, was confidential, I think there were T0.

Mr. MANN. I do not know where I got the information; it
may have soaked into me somewhere, and I may not have got-
ten the right impression, as in that other case, but my im-
pression is that they have picked out a building with 100 rooms
in it.

Mr. ROGERS. When the committee selected the limit or
classification named there was no question of any particular
city that would be benefited by this bill.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection?

Mr. FOSTER. I object, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois objects. The
Clerk will report the next bill.

ENTRY ON RECLAMATION WITHDRAWALS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R, 17T085) to permit homestead and desert-land
entry on lands withdrawn for reclamation purposes.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. I object.

The SPEHAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin objects.
The bill will be strieken from the calendar.

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman withhold
his objection for a moment?

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes. I will be glad to accommodate the
gentleman.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withhelds his objection.

Mr, SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, in the varions Western States
there are now withdrawn from all forms of entry over 11,000,000
acres of land including some privately owned land. This land is
lying idle at the present time and is not used by anybody. This
bill will permit this land to be entered subject to the right of
the Government fo take over the land whenever it is needed Zor
reclamation purposes. It will put into immediate use 11,000,000
acres. In the State of Oregon alone there are something like
1,900,000 acres withdrawn from entry and withdrawn from use.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. SINNOTT. Certainly.

Mr. MANN. Admitting the full force of what the gentleman
says, does he doubt, if some one would go on the land under
the terms of this act and afterwards the Government should
want the land, and that man has improvements on it, we would
be asked to pay for those imprevements?
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Mr. SINNOTT. No. The man specifically enters the land,
with the understanding that he is not to be compensated.

Mr. MANN. If a man enters homestead land to-day, the Gov-
ernment makes no guarantee to him, and yet we have a num-
ber of bills on the Private Calendar now to pay money to men
who located lands that they afterwards bought,

Mr. SINNOTT. He makes the entry without specific agree-
ment.

Mr. MANN. He does that when he goes on the homestend too.

Mr. SINNOTT. He specifically waives any claim there.

Mr, MANN. It would not make any difference what he
waives. He might die. Whether he did or not, there would
be a claim made here inevitably. I think something ought
to be done, but I do not really believe that this is the way
to do it

Mr. SINNOTT. If he would apply to Congress for reimburse-
ment hereafter, his damages would amount to very little. It
would be only a right of way for a ditch or something like
that.

Mr, MANN, Suppose he had a building on the land and the
land was afterwards overflowed and the building ruined or de-
stroyed ?

Mr. SINNOTT. He would get nothing.

Mr. MANN. It would be unconscionable on the part of the
Government to permit him to go ahead and construct a farm-
house and a barn and other buildings and then take it away
without paying him for them.

Mr. SINNOTT. He does that at his own hazard. It would
be better to do that than to have 11,000,000 acres lying idle and
useless,

Mr, MONDELL, Mr. Speaker, the way to remedy this sort of
thing is to get the department to restore these lands that are
not needed and are not used for reclamation purposes. We in
the other public-land States have difficulties similar to those en-
countered by the gentleman from Oregon. I have a number of
cases now pending before the department of that kind, If the
gentleman will labor long enough and industriously enough
with the department, I think he can get them to restore those
lands that can be clearly shown will not be used for reclamation
purposes, and if that condition can not be shown the lands
would not be entered, because, as the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr, Maxx] has well said, we should not allow settlers to go
upon lands, even by waiving all of their rights, if the lands are
eventually to be desired and taken over by the Government for
its purposes.

Mr. SINNOTT. We have labored long and industriously to
get these lands restored. Some of these lands will ultimartely be
irrigrated, but from the report of the Secretary of the Interior
it is apparent that there will be no money available probably
in the next 15 or 20 years to get these lands irrigated. In the
meantime the land should be tilled and cultivated.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

AMr. SINNOTT. Yes.

Mr. BORLAND. Does not the gentleman recollect that one
of the objections that the department has always made to the
original reclamation law was that it permitted this very thing?
It permitted homestead entries upon lands that were to be with-
drawn for reclamation.

That has been one of the greatest difficulties encountered in
carrying out that act. People would rush upon the land that
the department was not prepared to irrigate, and although
they were there, knowing that there was no plan to irrigate
the land, there would be a constant moral claim that the Govern-
ment should do something for them. And then again, as the
gentleman knows, when the lands are finally irrigated some
man may have a homestead or a desert-land eclaim that is
entirely too large for him to irrigate, and he is placed in the
position of a speculator or else he is withholding his land from
the use which is contemplated under an irrigation project.

Mr. SINNOTT. Under the old law they had the right to
make entries as a matter of right. Under this bill they make
entry only in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior.
The bill is intended to relieve a situation which has caused
much embarrassment in the department according to the Sec—
retary’s report on this bill.

Mr. BORLAND. If these lands are finally irrigated, some
man with 160 acres as a homestead will have more land there
than ean possibly be cultivated, and he will be in a position
where he can not respond to either the construction or other
charges.

Mr. SINNOTT. He will have to conform to the farm unit
established by the Secretary.

Mr. BORLAND. You are asking him to do something that
he has no right to do, and you are giving him a 160-acre home-

stead. These lands should be left in a position where they can
be restored to entry.

Mr. SINNOTT. I can not agree to that.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? :

Mr. STAFFORD. I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin objects and
the bill is stricken from the calendar.

RECLAMATION OF CERTAIN LANDS IN OREGON.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 20362) providing for the extension of time
for the reclamation of certain lands in the State of Oregon
under the Carey Act.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr, BORLAND. Reserving the right to object, I should like
to have the bill reported.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to objeet,
I should like to have the gentleman explain the merits of this
proposition,

Mr. SINNOTT. The company which has contracted to re-
claim these lands has been unable to reclaim them within the
allotted time. :

Mr. BORLAND. That is 15 years, is it not?

Mr. SINNOTT. - Yes. The time will expire on list No. 6
next February, and on the other list two years after that. The
company claims to have expended $1,500,000 up to the present
time in the reclamation of these lands.

Mr. BORLAND. How has that money been expended? What
has been dene with the $1,500,0007?

AMr. SINNOTT. It has been expended on a dam on the Des
Chutes River and on a number of canals, as is shown in the
report. ‘There are at the present time on this project 1,500
settlers and 730 farms. The appraisal of the farms last year,
1916, was $2,502,000.

Mr. BORLAND. What has been the obstacle to their com-
pleting their improvements within the 15 years?

Mr, SINNOTT. They have had both financial and physical
difficulties—financial difliculties in securing the money and
physical difficulties in the character of the country they have
had to run through. They are irrigating in a volecanic country.

Mr. MANN. Is it not also true that they have gone ahead
as fast as they could get settlers?

Mr. SINNOTT. -The report of the State land board shows
that.

Mr, MANN. Have they not always had more land than they
have had settlers coming in?

Mr. BORLAND. They all have that condition, but here is
what I would like to ask the gentleman: What is the prospect
of their being able to attain ultimate success? The gentleman
says they are irrigating in a voleanic country, where there are
physical difficulties. Are they going to be able to bring the
project to success?

Mr. SINNOTT. They have remedied a number of these diffi-
culties, and they expect to achieve success within the 10-year
extension period. This is similar to the ordinary Government
reclamation project. They had to extend the time on those
Government projects for 20 years, and they have met some ot
the same difficulties.

Mr. BORLAND, If they have expended their money in good
faith, I am inclined to think they ought to be given a chance.

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman will find one of the main
reasons for asking the extension is that they have not been
able to certify that they have the required number of settlers
on some of this land, as the law requires.

Mr. BORLAND. If they have expended their money in good
faith and have a reasonable prospect of success in the future, I
think they ought to have a chance.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

<“The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar.

Mr., SINNOTT. I ask unanimous consent that the corre-
sponding Senate bhill (8. 8044) be substituted for consideration
in place of this bill.

Mr. FERRIS. And that it be considered in the House as in
Committee of the Whole,

Mr. SINNOTT. And that it be considered in the House as in
Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon asks unanimous
consent to consider this bill in the House as in Committee of
the Whole, and that the Senate bill (S, 8044) be substituted for
the House bill. Is there objection?
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There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate bill.

The Clerk read the bill (8. 8044) providing for the extension
of time for the reclamation of certain lands in the State of
Oregon under the Carey Act, as follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That the Secretary of the Interfor is hereby au-
thorized, within his discretion, to extend for a perlod of not exceeding
10 years the time of segregation in the Oregon Cnreg Act segregation
lists Nos. 6 and 19, the two areas comprising 140,714 acres, in the
aggregate, approximately 86,000 acres of which are irrigable, same being
sltuated in Crook County, Oreg.: Provided, That the Secretary of the
Interior is further authorized to grant to the State of Oregon a similar
extension of 10 years for the reclamation of said lands in addition to
the time allotted under existing rules, regulations, contracts, and laws.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly
read the third time and passed.

On motion of Mr. Sixxorrt, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

. By unanimous consent the corresponding House bill (H. It.
20362) was laid on the table.

ALCOHOLIC-LIQUOR ADVERTISING.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill (H. R. 18086) to exclude alcoholic-liquor advertising
from the United States mails.

The Clerk - read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. HULBERT. I object.

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from New York will realize
that the whole agony is coming up to-morrow anyway, Why
not have part of it to-day? To-morrow the House will be asked
to concur in a similar amendment to the Post Office appropria-
tion bill, including the Reed amendment. Will the gentleman
withdraw his objection?

Mr. HULBERT. No; I must press the objection. I do not
think it is a matter to be disposed of by unanimous consent.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. HULBERT. I object.

LANDS IN GLACIER NATIONAL PARK.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill (S. 778) to authorize an exchange of lands with owners
of private holdings within the Glacier National Park.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects, The
bill will be stricken from the ealendar.

SURPLUS COAL LANDS IN INDIAN RESERVATIONS.

_ The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill (8. 40) to authorize agricultural entries on surplus coal
lands in Indian reservations,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MONDELL. I object.
_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming objects. The
bill will be stricken from the calendar.

PROOF OF WIDOWHOOD 1N PENSION CLAIMS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill (H. R. 20353) concerning proof of widowhood in claims
for pension. ;

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin objects.
The bill will be stricken from the calendar.

Mr. FULLER. Mr, Speaker, would it be in order now to move
to suspend the rules and pass this bill?

The SPEAKER. It would not. The Clerk will report the
next bill.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PITTSTON, PA.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 18894) to amend the public-building act
approved March 4, 1913, authorizing the acquisition of a suit-
able site for a publie building at Pittston, Pa.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. CASEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the provision of the public-bullding act a
proved March 4, 1913 (37 Stat., gl 876), which authorizes the acquisi-
tion of a sultable site, ete., at Pittston, Pa., be, and the same is hereby,
amended so as to add the following proviso, namely ;

LIV 231

“Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasur
tion, accept a title which reserves or excepts al
the lands with the right of mining the same.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Casey, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

HOMESTEAD ENTRY OX WATER-POWER SITES.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. It. 7632) to provide for a homestead entry on
wiater-power sites.

The SPEAKER.

Mr, MANN.

may, in his discre-
ores or minerals on

Is there objection?
I object.

CLAIM OF CHEROKEES FOR INTEREST.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 6444) providing for the payment of certain
items of interest on the judgment of the Court of Claims of May
18, 1905, in favor of the Cherokees, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman reserve his objection?

Mr, MANN. T will at the request of the gentleman.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, the Court of Claims in 1905
rendered a judgment in favor of the Cherokee Nation in which
there were four items. Subsequently, in 1910, the large items of
this money was paid. The Indians have claimed ever since
that there was an error in the caleulation of interest allowed by
the court as paid to them. I introduced a bill—H. R. 6444 —
making an_appropriation for it. It was referred to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs, and it referred it to the Secretary of
the Interior for report. The Secretary of the Interior referred
it to the comptroller, who admitted that there was an error.
The Secretary of the Interior admits there was an error. In
the meantime the House Committee on Indian Affairs has re-
ported back H. R. 6444 in two sections, Section 1 makes the
appropriation for interest on two items. The next section re-
ferred the whole matter to the Court of Claims. In the mean-
time. the Senate passed a bill practically the same, except a
slight amendment in four or five words, as section 2. The bill
that passed the Senate is now here on the Speaker's table. It
was my purpose, if this bill was considered, to ask that the
Senate bill be substituted.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, some years ago a bill was passed
authorizing the Cherokee Tribe of Indians to file suit in the
Court of Claims. I think it was a slimpsy claim, but the Court
of Claims did not agree with me. They found the Government
of the United States, among other items, owed these Indians the
sum of $1,111,284.70 and interest thereon at the rate of 5 per
cent from June 12, 1838, to date of pgyment. The interest
figured to date amounts to nearly five times what the prineipal
amounted to. A pretty slimpsy claim to begin with.

Mr. HASTINGS. But the Supreme Court of the United
States affirmed the decision of the Court of Claims.

Mr. MANN. Obh, yes; but that means that the Indian attor-
neys were brighter than those for the Government, and so forth.
Now, having obtained 5 per cent interest on this old stale claim
since 1838 they want a little more interest on some other claims
on technical grounds. They had no legal claim at first. They
would not be willing to go back and open up the whole suit to
say whether they were entitled to any interest or anything on
their claim at all.

Mr. HASTINGS. I am willing the gentleman should frame an
amendment to open up the whole suit, and if he will put it on
this bill I will be glad to accept it. I claim that it is a meri-
torious claim.

Myp. MANN. If the gentleman can get an agreement with the
Senate that we have legal authority to set aside the judgment
and put that in the bill, we can pass it so quickly that it will
make his head swim.

Mr. HASTINGS. Oh, we would not go back and set aside the
old judgment. I mean to say that we would be glad to look
into the merits of this claim.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects, and the
bill is stricken from the calendar,

OLLALA SLOUGH, LINCOLN COUNTY, OREG.
The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was

the bill (8. 1697) to declare Ollala Slough, Lincoln County,
Oreg., nonnavigable.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. RAKER. I reserve the right to object.

Mr., COOPER of Wisconsin. I am wondering how the ma-
jority of us know whether that is navigable or nonnavigable.
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Mr. HAWLEY. Ollala Slough is a small branch of the
Yaquina River, emptying into the river about 12 or 14 miles
frem the oeean. It is navigable at its mouth. I have forgotten
how wide it is, but for some 2 miles there is some navigation
whieh is not invelved in this bill, but above that it is only the
lower reach of a small mountain stream. This bill proposes
to build a dike at the upper end of the 2-mile portion to reclaim
the land, which is salt land and of little value.

Mr. GARRETT. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes.

Mr. GARRETT. Has the portion which the gentleman de-
sires to affect been under improvement by the Federal Govern-
ment?

Mr. HAWLEY. It never has, The Ollala Slough has never
been under improvement by the Federal Government.

Mr. GARRETT. Why does the necessity exist for having
the Government deelare a mnegative? Navigability is not a
matter of law. It is a matter of fact.

Mr. HAWLEY. If the gentleman will yield, in a number ot
instances coming under my observation the department holds
that water which can be used to float saw logs on or run a
canoe upon amd which has been so used is navigable, and that
it can not be closed without consent of Congress.

Mr. GARRETT. May I ask the gentleman, for my own in-
formation, dees the idea of the navigability grow out of the fact
that these were all once Government lands? Is there anything
of that sort involved in it?

Mr. HAWLEY. T think not.

AMr, GARRETT. This has been a somewhat interesting ques-
tion to me.

Mr. STAFFORD. Alr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT. In a moment. Drainage propositions have
arisen in the seetion which I have the honor to represent, and
there have been some appeals to me at times to undertake to
secure the passage of measures declaring certain streams not
navigable. I have taken the position that the question of
navigability of a stream is a matter of fact rather than a
matter of law. There have been parts of certain streams under
improvement by the Federal Government, but all we had to do
there was to go to the War Department, submit our plans, and
secure the permission. I will say that the improvement had
been abandoned.

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit, I think we have a
ease in our State where private parties spent a large sum of
money upon the improvement of Des Plaines River, upon the
theory that it was nonnavigable ; then, when it became an impor-
tant matter in eonnection with the drainage canal, the Govern-
ment instituted a suit to declare that it was navigable. Of
course it is a question of fact. The suit was instituted, and that
is what everybody wants to avoid—making an improvement
where a suit may afterwards be instituted to set it aside.

Mr. GARRETT. I am not going to object to the bill

Mr. HAWLEY, Along the same line the gentleman was
speaking upon a moment ago—about four years ago authority
was given by a permit of the War Department to construect a dike
aeross the slough, with a gate through which boats could pass.
This was loeated near the mouth of the slough. That dike was
econstructed and the gate was put in, but objection was made,
and it was erdered that the gate be taken out. The people
who put in the money lost all of it. They are now going back
farther up the slough where it will never be used for any navi-
gation whatever, to enable 14 farmers to reclaim their lands—
some 250 acres—that are now worth only a few dellars an acre,
put which when redeemed will be worth up to $500 an acre
for dairy purposes—the richest kind of land.

Mr. GARRETT. I am not objecting to the bill, but it does
geem to me a very peculiar thing that a Government should
have to declare a negative, in order to reach the thing which
the gentleman desires, because, as I have said, the navigability
of a stream is not a question of law but is a question of fact,

Mr. MANN. This is navigable by rowboat.

Mr. HAWLEY. At high tide.

Mr. GARRETT. If I may be permitted to express this
opinion, the mere declaration here that it is nonnavigable,
while it will be very persuasive in the future, would not pre-
vent a future Congress from reiterating that it was a navi-
gable stream.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman from
Oregon a question. Ollala Slough has a very familiar sound
to me. I am sure it has been here before. Have we not passed
2 bill relating to this Ollala Slough at some time?

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; the one to which I referred a moment

Mr. MANN. The gentleman did not refer to any bill. I
understood him to refer to a permit of the War Department.

Mr. HAWLEY. Then there was an act pnssed following the
permit from the War Department.

r. MANN. I thought we had given a permit at some time
to constmet a dam.

Mr, HAWLEY. Farther down; and that proved Impractic-
able, and now they are going bnck up beyond any pessibility
of navigation.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to ask the gentleman a question. Heow much land
is there involved in this?

Mr. HAWLEY. There will be about 250 acres reclaimed,

Mr. RAKER. What is the depth of the water above the point
where the gentleman asks to have it declared nonnavigable?

Mr. HAWLEY. Where the dike is to be located, at high
water there will be about 4 feet, but when the tide is ‘out there
will be very little, with what fresh water there is coming down.

Mr. RAKER. The 250 acres now belong to the Government
of the United States?

Mr. HAWLEY. They do not. They belong to private citi-
zens, every acre of it. They own the whole thing; it is in
their deeds., There is not a foot of land that the Government
has any shadow of claim to at all

Mr. RAKER. I do not quite get the point of the gentleman
if it is all private land. I do not see how you can figure on the
question of its being nonnavigable.

Mr. HAWLEY. They wish to shut the tide out; that is all
The tide runs over this land, and they want to shut it out.

Mr. RAKER. Does not the Government have control over the
land where the tide ebbs and flows? °

Mr. HAWLEY. Only in the channel for navigation purposes.
This slough was never meandered and the deeds call for every
foot of the land. There is no question, and the War Depart-
ment raises no question about it being privately owned land.
They wonld have given the permit, but such a permit could be
revoked after the dike was construeted and the farmers sub-
Jjected to loss. This is to enable the people to build a dike that
will stay there.

Mr. RAKER. I still do not get the gentleman’s point of
view—of its being privately owned land. Where does the gen-
tleman get the idea the Government has no control over it?

Mr. HAWLEY. It does have control of it now for the pur-
pose of maintaining the navigability of the stream. This bill
proposes to cut off three-quarters of a mile at the upper end of
the slough where there is no navigation.

Mr. RAKER. As a matter of fact, does not the tide ebb and
flow over this land?

Mr. HAWLEY, Yes. \

Mr. RAKER. Does not the Government have absolute con-
trol over land where the tide ebbs and flows over it?

Mr. HAWLEY. It has control over the navigable portion of
the stream.

Mr. RAKER.
right.

Mr. BENNET. Is not the exact situation that the War De-
partment wants to be put in a position where, in relation to
dikes, they will not have to give a dam? [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. :

The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr, Hawrey, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

TEMPORARY VACANCIES IN LAND OFFICE.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (H. R. 19781) relating to the temporary
filling of vacancies occurring in the offices of register and re-
ceiver of distriet land offices.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objeetion?

Mr. MONDELL. DMr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming objects.

Mr. HAYDEN. Will the gentleman reserve his right to
object? :

Mr, MONDELL. I will

Mr. HAYDEN. I wanft to say the Senate has passed the
Senate bill 7767, an identical bill which I want to substitute for
the House bill. If consent can be given, I shall move to amend
the Senate bill in accordance with the report of the House Com-
mittee on the Public Lands.

Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman that
certain folks have for years been trying to secure legislation un-
der which settlers on the public domain from the time they first
make their filing until their patents are finally denied years
afterwards shall never have the opportunity to appear before

They are navigating on this farm; that is all
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anyone except a clerk in the classified service of the Govern-
ment, who in many cases has litile sympathy for them, knows
very little about the conditions under which they make and hold
their entries, and is about the last man in the world who ought
to be allowed without review to settle their cases. As the law
now stands, registers and receivers are drawn from the body
of the people in the country where public lands are entered.
They are supposed to know, and generally they do know, about
the lands and laws they administer. They are in sympathy
with the men who, amid the hardships of the frontier, are trying
to transform the wilderness into homes and make it fit to live
upon. So far as I am concerned I shall never consent, I shall
do all I ean to prevent substituting for these judges, taken from
the people and familiar with the situation, a clerk sent from the
Land Office here, who may be entirely withount gualifications to
be a judge of the bona fides and good intentions of homestead
settlers.

Mr. HAYDEN. If the gentleman will pardon me, the com-
mittee amendment provides he shall be an employee of the local
land office. He will only be a temporary officer pending the ap-
pointment of a register and receiver.

Mr. MONDELL. Under the bill they can take a civil-service
clerk from the Land Office, from the department here, who never
saw an acre of public land, send him out to a local land office
to-day, and to-morrow make him register or receiver. The gen-
tleman says it is temporary. It might be, but on the other hand
there is nothing to prevent these assignments becoming perma-
nent. In fact, under this bill as the terms of the present regis-
ters and receivers expire clerks might be assigned to their duties
permanently. In fact, under this bill in due time civil-service
clerks might take and keep all the positions now held by regis-
ters and receivers. I am against it.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Speaker, I object.

RELIEF OF CERTAIN DESERT-LAND ENTRYMEN.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (H. R. 18825) to amend an act entitled
“ An act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appro-
priations for the fiscal year 1915, and for prior years, and for
other purposes.”

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none,

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be considered in the House as in the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. ]

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the committee amendment be read in lieu of the bill

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent
that the committee amendment be read in lieu of the bill. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause, down to and including line
11, on page —, and insert the following:

“That the provisions of the last three paragraphs of section &5 of
the act of March 4, 19156, ‘An act making appropriations to supply
deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1915, and for prior
years, and for other purposes,’ be, and the same are hereby, extended
and made applicable to any lawful pending desert-land entry made
ﬁﬂor to March 4, 1915: Provided, That In cases where such entrles

ave been assigned prior to the date of the aect, the assignees shall,
if otherwise qualified, be entitled to the benefit hereof.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. TIMBERLAKE, a motion to reconsider the
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

PROBATION SYSTEM IN THE UNITED STATES COURTS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 20414) for the establishment of a probation
system in the United States courts, except in the District of
Columbia.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 20414) for the establishment of a probation system In
the United States courts except in the District of Columbia,

Be it enacted, ele., That the courts of the United States bmrinf orl
nal iurisdiction of criminal actions, except in the District of Colum
shall have power in any case, except those involving treason, murder,
rape, arson; kidnapping, or a second conviction of a felony, after convie-
tion or after a plea of guilty of a felony or misdemeanor and after the
imposition of a sentence thereon but before commitment, to place the de-
fendant upon probation, dgrovided that it shall appear to the satisfaction
of the court that the ends of justice and the best interests of the public

a8 well as of the defendants would be subserved thereby, and may sus-
pend the execution of the sentence for such time and upon sueh terms as
may be deemed best. The probationer shall be provided by the clerk of
the court with a written statement of the terms and conditions of his
probation at the time when he is placed thereon. He shall ohserve the
rules prescribed for his conduct by the court and report as directed.
No person shall be put on probation exeept with his or her consent.

8ec, 2, That upon the expiration of the term fixed for such proba-
tion, the eourt may thereupon discharge the probationer from further
supervision, or may extend the probation, as shall seem advisable. At
any time during the probationary term the court may modify the terms
and conditions of the order of probation, or may terminate such proba-
tion, when in the opinion of the court the ends of justice shall require,
and when the probation is so terminated the court shall enter an order
discharging the probationer from serving the imposed penalty; or the
court may revoke the order of probation and cause the rearrest of the
probationer and impose a sentence and require him to serve the sen-
tence or pay the fine originally imposed, or both, as the case may be,
and the time of probation shall not be taken into account to diminish
the time for which he was originally sentenced.

8Ec. 3. That the provislons of this act shall also apply to cases
where a judge or judges of conrts of the United Biates of original
Jurisdiction have heretofore, after a plea or verdict of guilty, suspended
the imposition or execution of sentence,

Also the following committee amendment was read :

Page 2, line 21, strike out the words “ and impose a sentence.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit-
tee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr, HaoypER, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

Mr. HULBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of this bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Bex-
NET] makes the same request. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I make a similar request.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas makes a
similar request. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SIEGEL. Mr. Speaker, I make the request to insert in
the Recorp at this time a letter written by the secretary of the
National Probation Association in connection with the bill that
was just passed.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The following is the letter referred to:

NATIONAL PROBATION ASSOCIATION,
ny, N. Y., February 13§, 1917,

Hon. Isaac BIEGHL,
House of Representatives, Washington, D, C.

My DeAr CONGRESSMAN: I am pleased to learn that the House will
robably take up the probation bill for Eassa e on Monday, February
9. I would say regrding the present bill (H. R. 20414) that while

it does not accomplish all that we belleve the bill should accomplish,
ecially in not providing for the appointment of salaries to probation
officers, still it s better than nothing and will greatly relleve the present
deplorable and impossible sitnation in the Federal courts, on account
of which it i1s now absolutely impossible for the United States district
court judies to suspend sentence or use probation in any case. We hope
very much that this bill will pass the House as speedily as possible,
I hoae to hear any day that Senate bill No. 1092, reported out by Sena-
tor WaALsH, has passed the Senate. We then trust that in conference
committee a bill may be agreed upon satisfactory to all parties.

Under separate cover I am sending you about 25 coples of the in-
closed circular, which contains the very latest statistics that I have
been able to secure refnrdlng the criminal work of the United States
district courts, and also two illustrative cases showing the need of
gob&tlun which occurred in thls State, together with arguments for

e proposition. I also send you copy of the House hearing, the Senate
hearing, and my letter to Senator OweN containing the original brief
on the subject. I hope these will be of some assistance to you. The
many thousands of persons who are interested in the extension of the
advantages of the probation system throughout the country will be
gr}ltet‘nl to you for your active efforts in behalf of this much-needed
reform.

Yours, very truly, CuArLEs L. CRUTE, Secrclary.
ADDITIONAL JURISDICTION OF COURT OF CLATMS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 16212) to confer jurisdiction on the Court
of Claims.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection.

Mr. REAVIS. T object.

HALIBUT FISHERIES IN PACIFIC OCEAN.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 4586) to protect and conserve the halibut fish-
eries of the Pacific Ocean, to establish closed seasons in halibut
fishing in certain waters thereof, and to restrict the landing of
halibut in the United States of America and the Territory of
Alaska during the closed seasons established.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?




3638

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 19,

Mr. MANN., Reserving the right to object, who has charge
of this bill, which comes from the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries? I just wanted to ask the question. I
notice in section 6 it says:

That this act shall take effect as soon as gosslble after the enactment
of concurrent or essentially similar regulations by the Government of
the Dominion of Canada, elther by act of Parliament, order in council,
or other proper means,

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill be passed
without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
meous consent that the bill be passed without prejudice. Is there
objection?

Mr. MANN. T object.

AMENDMENT TO FEDERAL RESERVE ACT.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
wae the bill (H. R. 17646) to amend section 6 of an act to define
and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms
of money issued or coined by the United States, to refund the
public debt, and for other purposes, approved March 14, 1900, as
amended by the act of Mareh 4, 1907, by the act of March 2,
1911, and by the act of June 12, 1916.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, does the gentle-
man from Arkansas [Mr. Wixgo] have charge of the bill?

Mr, WINGO. I do.

Mr, MANN. The only change in thé law is the law concerning
the issme of certificates?

Mr. WINGO. That is the sole object.

Mr. MANN. There is no intention to amend the sectlon
otherwise?

Mr. WINGO. Oh, no. The only ¢hange made in the law is
eovered by the proviso on page 3 of the bill, lines 4 to 10, in-
clusive. By this change the issuance of certificates in $100,000
denomination is permitted. These will be used for clearance
purposes. That is the only change there is in the law.

Mr. BORLAND. Reserving the right to object, is there any
purpose to amend this bill by changing the method of collect-
ing the tax under the reserve-bank law?

Mr. WINGO. It has nothing to do with that. The only
change is that it permits gold eertificates to be issued in large
denominations, to be used for exchange purposes and ¢learances.
Under the law now they are limited to the size as to gold and
silver certificates, and if this act is passed they ean issue gold
certificates of the denomination of $100,000, and they can use
those certificates in settlement of any balances in clearing.

Mr. BORLAND. I take it from what the gentleman says
that an amendment providing a collection charge on checks
would not be germane?

Mr. WINGO. No.

Mr. LINDBERGH. And, on page 2. after the words “And

further,” is that provision similar to the old law?

Mr. WINGO. The only change we make in section 6 of the
old law is to be found on page 3. The sole change is to per-
mit the $100,000 certificates, which can not be done now under
the law.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. This bill is on the Union Calendar.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
bill be considered in the House as in the Committee of the
‘Whole.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. BR. 17646) to amend section 6 of an act to define and fix the

8 of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued

or coined by the United States, tor the public debt, and for other

purposes, approved March 14, 1900, as amended by the act of March
4, 1907, by the act of March 2, 1911, and by the ic,;. of June 12, 1916.

Be it enacted, elc.,, That section 6 of an act to deflne and fix the
standard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of meney issued
or coined by the United States, to refund the public debt, and for other

app March 14, 1900, as amended by the act of March 4,
, by act of Mareh 2, 1911, and by act of June 12, 1916, is hereby
further amended to read as follows:
“Brc. 6. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby aunthorized
and directed to receive de ts of gold coln with the surer or
any assistant treasurer of the United States in sums of not less than
$20, and to issue gold certificates therefor in denominations of not less
than $10, and the coin so deposited shall be retained in the Treasury
and held for the payment of such certificates on demand, and used for
no other p .~ Such certificates shall be receivable for customs
publie dues, and when so recelved may be reissued,
tional ban association may be counted as a
lawful reserve: Provided, That whenever and so long as the

gold coin and bullion held in the reserve fund in the for
redemption of United States netes and Treasury notes shall fall and
remain below $100, ,000 the authority to issue certificates as herein
provided ghall be suspended: And provided further, That whenever
and so long as the aggregate amount of United States notes and silver
certificates in the general fund of the Treasury shall exceed $60,000,000

the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, suspend the issue
of the certificates herein providedy for: And provided further, That of
the amount of such outstanding certifieates one-fourth at least shall be
in denominations of $50 or less: And provided further, That the Secre-
tary of the 'I‘msur{ lg‘lﬁ, in his discretion, issue such certificates in
denominations of $10, payable to order: And provided further,
That if requested by the Federal Reserve Board, or hi‘: “&Y Federal reserve
bank or eral reserve agent, the Secretary of the Treasury may, in
his diseretion, issuve such certificates in denomloations of 8100.600,

able to order, and such latter certifieates shall not be subject to the
imitations as to suspension of issne prescribed by this section: And
provided further, That the Secrenrgrm‘. the Treasury may, in his dis-
eretion, receive, with the assistant treasurer in New York and the as-
slstant treasurer in San Francisco, deposits of foreign gold coln at
their bullion value in amounts of not less than $1,000 in value and issue
gold certificates therefor of the description herein authorized: And
provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his dis-
cretion, receive, with the Treasurer or a::_rn assistant treasurer of the
United States, deposits of gold bullion bearing the stamp of the colnage
mints of the United States or the assay office in New York, certifying
their weight, fineness, and value, in amounts of not less than $1,000 in
value, and issue gold certificates therefor of the description herein aun-
thorized. But the amount of gold bullion and foreign coin so held shall
not at any time exceed two-thirds of the total amount of gold certifi-
cates at such time outstanding. And section §5193 of the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States is hereby repealed.”

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ar-
kansas [Mr, Wixgo] yield for a question?

Mr, WINGO., Yes; I yield.

Mr. BENNET. I notice from a reading of the bill that in
connection with the issuance of the $100,000 certificates there
is a provision that it shall mot be subject to the suspension
laws. What does that mean?

Mr. WINGO. Here is the proviso:

Provided, That whenever and so long as the gold coin and bullion
held in the reserve fund in the Treasury for the redemption of United
Btates notes and Treasury notes shall fall and remain below $100,000,000
thedngthorlty to issue certificates as herein provided shall be sus-
pended.

The provision that we are putting into the law is for the
issnance of gold certificates in denominations of $100,000. The
same reason that may exist for the suspension of a certificate
provided for in the first part of the section which I quoted
would not exist as to the issuance of gold certificates.

Mr. BENNET. Because they would not have a general cir-
culation?

Mr. WINGO. Yes; because they would not have a general
circulation as a matter of actual use, It would not be neces-
sary to suspend the issuance of the $100,000 gold certificates
in order to protect the gold in the reserve trust fund. Does
the gentleman understand?

Mr. BENNET. I can not say that I do, but I will take the
gentleman’s word for it.

Mr. WINGO. Under the law quoted when the amount of
gold reserve trust funds falls below a certain sum, then you
suspend the issuance of the certificates provided for in the first
part of the section. But I think the gentleman will agree with
me that the maintenance of these funds will not be impaired
by the issuance of $100,000 gold certificates, as provided by
this amendment.

Mr. BENNET. These $100,000 gold certificates can only be
issued, then, when a man takes what is called “ new gold ”?

Mr, MANN, It is in payment for gold.

Mr. BENNET. I see.

Mr. WINGO. These large gold certificates would be prefer-
able to the gold in effecting clearances.

Mr. BENNET. It really protects the actual gold?

Mr. WINGO. Yes.

Mr. MANN. We stamp the gold for nothing.

Mr. WINGO. I think the actual working of it will be to
keep more gold in the funds referred to.

Mr. BENNET. I think the gentleman is right. In the large
centers where these will be used—New York, Chicago, Kansas
City, or any other place where gentlemen are proud of their
city—it will be a convenience.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman has a correct conception of the
bill. It is really to have, for convenience, large denominations
of gold certificates in settling clearances, instead of having
bills of small denominations or the actual gold.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill.

SUBPLUS COAL LANDS IN INDIAN RESERVATIONS.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago I objected to
Senate bill No. 40, Calendar No. 447. I did it purely through
inadvertence. I ask that the question of the objection be
again submitted. 1

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois states that he
objected to Calendar No. 447 inadvertently and desires to with-
draw his objection. The Clerk will report it by title.
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The Clerk read as follows:

A blll (8. 40) to authorize agricultural entries on surplus coal lands
in Indian reservations,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MONDELL. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
I was on my feet with the intention of reserving the right to
object when the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAx~] objected.
At that time, from a rather hurried reading of the bill, I was
inclined to think that its provisions were rather dangerously

- broad, but after giving the matter further consideration and
reading the bill pretty carefully I think the bill is carefully
drawn, and I shall therefore not object.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would like to inquire whether, if this bill becomes a law, it
would grant the right to make entry to those who have alrea
exercised their homestead rights? -

Mr. MONDELL. It does not change the status.

Mr. MANN. It would not have any effect on that person.

The SPEAKER. Who has charge of this bill?

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman from Arizona [Mr. HAvypeEx].

Mr. MONDELL. I think it is very apparent, Mr. ,
that the bill will not in anywise affect the provisions of the
homestead law as applied to the reservations in guestion. That
is, whatever the provisions were under which the homestead
law was made applicable to Indian lands those laws would
remain as they are now—without change. AL

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. Speaker, the bill simply applies to coal
lands in Indian reservations and gives the same opportunity to
‘acquire such lands as the law now provides for entering simi-
lar lands on the public domain. It authorizes the entry of
lands classified as coal lands, with a reservation to the United
States of the coal thereunder and the right to prospect and
mine the same.

Mr. STAFFORD. It would not deprive anybody heretofore
possessed of the privilege from exercising that right?

Mr. HOWELL. No. It simply extends the surface rights
of entry to Indian eoal lands. }

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Utah
will allow me, I wish he would not use the words “surface
rights ” in connection with the rights here involved. There are
good reasons why we should not use that term in this con-
nection and thus get confused. We have recently passed the
640-acre homestead law, granting surface rights only. But this
is much more than a surface right; it is a limited right, a fee
title, in which is reserved the body of this one mineral. It is
a modified patent, a limited right. It is very different from
the ordinary surface right. It is a much better title.

Mr. HOWELL. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mox-
pELL] and I have exactly the same understanding of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FERRIS. This bill is on the Union Calendar.

Mr. HOWELL. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that
the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Utah asks unanimous
consent that the bill be considered in the House as in Com-
mittee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in any Indian reservation heretofore or
hereafter opened to settlement and entry pursuant to a classification of
the surplus lands thereln as mineral and nonmineral, such surplus
lands not otherwise reserved or disposed of, which have been or may
be withdrawn or ed as coal lands or are valuable for coal de-
posits, shall be subject to the same disposition as is or may be pre-
scribed by law for the monmineral lands in such reservation whenever

ro; application shall be made with a view of obtaining title to such
Ps.ng;.r w??h a reservation to the United States of the coal deposits
therein and of the right to prospect for, mine, and remove the same:
Provided, That such surplus I s, prior to any disposition hereunder,
shall be examined, separated into classes the same as are the non-
mineral lands in such reservations, and appraised as to their value,
exclusive of the coal deposits therein, under such rules and regulations
as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior for that purpose.

Spc. 2, That any applicant for such lands shall state in his applica-
tion that the same I8 made in accordance with and sub%ect to the pro-
visions and reservations of this act, and upon submission of satisfae-
tory proof of full compliance with fhe provisions of law under which
apflicntlon or entry is made and of this act shall be entitled to a pat-
ent to the lands applied for and entered by him, which patent shall con-
taln a reservation to the United States of all the coal deposits in the
lands so patented, together with the right to prospect for, mine, and
remove the same.

Sepc. 8. That if the coal-land laws have been or shall be extended
over lands applied for, entered, or patented hereunder the coal deposits
therein shall subject to disposal b{ the T'nited States in accordance
with the provisions of the eoal-land laws in force at the time of such
disposal. Any person qualified to acquire coal deposits or the right to

mine #nd remove the coal under the laws of the United Btates shall
have the right at all times to enter upon the lands applied for, entered,

or patented under this act for the purpose of prospecting for coal
thereon. If such coal deposits are then subjectr to disposition, upon the
approval by the SBecretary of the Interior of a bond or undertaking te
be filed with him as security for the payment of all damages to the
crops and improvements on such lands by reason of such prougecting.
Any person who has mm:llreﬁ from the United States the coal deposits
in any such lands, or the rl?t to mine or remove the same, may re-
enter and occupy so much of the surface thereof as may be required
for all purposes reasonably incldent to the mining and removal of the
coal therefrom, and mine and remove the coal, upon payment of the
caused thereby to the owner thereof, nr"I‘I:lFOn eﬁiving a geod
bend or undertaking in an action instituted In any com-
petent court to ascertain amd fix sald damages: Provided, That the
owner under such Hmited patent shall have the right to mine coal for
gnonnl use upon the for domestic purposes at any time prior to
e dlma&:aa.l by the United States of the coal ts: Provided fur-
her, t no herein contained shall be held to deny or a
the right to present and have prompt consideration of applications
made under the n.pvﬁu.cahle land laws of the United States for any such
lus lands which have been or may be classified as coal lands with
a view of disproving such classification and securing a patent without

reservatio:

Sec. 4. proceeds derived from the sale and entry of
such sn.rg‘l]m lands In conformity with the provisions of this aet shall

paid into the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the
st b . Lo 1hs QOpoAon SF She oo risioe B the
gr!.?ﬁonl of other surplus s In such Indlan reservation.

With the following committee amendment:

Page 4, line 10, insert:

Pro That the provisions of
of theu‘!glevsa’ Civilized E‘ﬂbes of Inditahf:g af;tgm:nﬁ_apﬁy PR it

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and
was accordingly read the third time and passed.

On motion of Mr. HaypEN, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

\ WORLD'S PURITY FEDERATION,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 334) authorizing the Pres-
ident to appoint delegates to attend the Tenth International
Congress of the World's Purity Federation, to be held in the
city of Louisville, State of Kentucky, November 8 to 14, 1917.

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection. ]

The joint resolution was read as follows:

Resol etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is
hereby, authorized and reﬂ%ecﬂ'ull: requested to a t delegates to
attend and represent the United States at the th International
Congress of the World's Purity Federation, to be held In the city of
Louisville, State of Kentucky, November 8 to 14, 1917: Provided
That no appropriation shall Te granted at any time for expenses of
delegates or for other expenses incurred in connection with sald con-

gress,

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by strik-
ing out the words * and respectfully requested” in line 4.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, on 1, line 4, by striking out the words " and respect-
fully reqnestes.a'ge i * =

The amendment was agreed to.

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was accordingly read the third time
and passed.

REESTABLISHMENT OF POST OFFICES.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 20687) to amend the postal laws.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to have the bill reported.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The bill was read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Postmaster General shall have authority,
in his discretion, to reestablish as a post office of the second or third
class any post-office station which has been heretofore or may here-
after be established by reason of the discontinuance of such post office;
and app.l;;)grutlons made for the maintenance of post offices of the
se: third elass are hereby made avallable for the necessary

nse of condvcting such reestablished post office of the second or
third class. The of the postmaster at such office shall be
based on the gross receipts of the station for the previous calendar
year,

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I think some explanation should be made of this bill. I find
in the report no mention whatever whether this bill has the
approval of the Postmaster General or whether it has ever
been submitted to the Post Office Department for its con-
sideration. :

Mr. RANDALL. I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin
that the bill was submitted to the Post Office Department, and
the language of it was drawn by the officials of the depart-
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ment. The department already has the power to discontinue
post offices, even in a city of 10,000 people, but it has no power
to reestablish them. This gives to the Post Office Department the
power to reestablish post offices above the fourth class.

Mr. STEENERSON. That is only where the post office is
within 5 miles of the principal office.

Mr. BLACK. That is correct.

-Mr. STAFFORD. 1 know of many instances where post
offices in suburbs having municipal government have been dis-
continued and substations established in connection with the
main office in the large city to which the suboffices are tribu-
tary. I do not think it would be good business policy to grant
authority to the Postmaster General to reestablish the old
system of separate offices rather than to continue the present
suboffices.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I have a large number of postal
stations in my district, established when post offices were dis-
continued, when the territory was annexed to the city of Chi-
cago. This bill would permit the reestablishment of all those
stations -as- post offices. People might want that done. I do
not know. It would be an extravagance, and I am not going to
put myself in a position where I may be asked to favor such a
proposition, if I ean help it.

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr, MANN. Yes.

Mr. RANDALL. If the Postmaster General should conclude
that he had made a mistake in the exercise of his power to dis-
continue a post office, does not the gentleman think he ought to
have the power to correct that mistake?

Mr. MANN. No; I do not think he can make a mistake in
discontinuing a post office and establishing a substation in its
place. To reestablish such post offices would simply call upon
the Government to pay the salaries of these postmasters for
doing nothing. I have been all through it.

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman object to having this bill
amended so as to apply to specific offices in California, which
are not in the vicinity of Chicago?

_ Mr. MANN. I do not know that I would object as to some
other place, if the circumstances were stated, but I decidedly
object to having it apply to my district. Therefore I object.

Mr. RANDALL.. Let me say to the gentleman that I will
offer that kind of an amendment, if he will permit the bill to
be considered.

Mr. MANN. Oh, well, the gentleman can have it called up
later, when he has his bill prepared. >

Mr. CANNON. Waell, we will have no exceptions. If nobody
else objects, I will object to the passage of this bill by unani-
mous consent.,

Mr. MANN, I have objected.

Mr. CANNON. I say, we will have no exceptions.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects.

UNITED STATES MARSHAL, WESTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 19233) to increase the salary of the United
States marshal for the western district of Michigan.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. RAKER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I
called attention to this class of bills three weeks ago. I think
gentlemen should have these bills referred to the proper com-
mittee, or when they are referred to other committees gentle-
men ought to ask that they be transferred to the committee
properly having jurisdiction.

Mr., McLAUGHLIN. This bill was referred to the Judiciary
Committee. :

Mr. RAKER. That is not the proper committee to which
these bhills should be referred. Bills like this should be referred
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. This bill has been very fully considered
by the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. RAKER. That may be true.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN, There is no time in this session to have
it rereferred. If it goes to the other committee it will not re-
ceive any consideration whatever. I think it might now be
considered on its merits.

Mr. RAKER., That may all be true; but with the continued
effort to legislate for increases of salary, it seems to me that
the bill should be referred to the proper committees. There
are 11 committees on expenditures in the executive depart-
ments, and these committees have jurisdiction of these matters.
The Committee on Appropriations and the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads are loaded down with such propo-
gitions, and here is onc of these bills which has been referred

to the Committee on the Judiciary, that has no jurisdiction of
such bills.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Does the gentleman think this is a
good time in the session to call the attention of the House to
that practice? i

Mr. RAKER. Three weeks ago I called it to the attention
of the House, and intended then to object if any more bills of
this kind were brought up. I do not like to delay the gentle-
man in his bill or to hold it back, but it does seem that com-
mittees which are organized and instituted by the House for _
the purpose of considering such bills ought to be given the
opportunity to do so. All you have to do is to look at the re-
port of the expenditures of the House to see the money that is
expended for the maintenance of the organization of many of
these committees, without any work whatever being done by
them. The bills ought to go to the committees having juris-
diction of the legislation, so that the big committees would not
be burdened with them. i

I withdraw the objection at this time.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was read, as follows: -3

Be it enacted, eto,, That from and after the passage of this act the
salary of the United States marshal for the western district of Michigan
shall be at the rate of $4,000 a year.

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar.

. Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the bill
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
consider this bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole.
Is there objection?

‘There was no objection. ;

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
and was accordingly read the third time and passed.

STATE OF FLORIDA.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 16993) to validate a patent to certain lands
heretofore issued to the State of Florida to allow said State to
claim certain other lands, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the bill be considered in the House as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

- Mr. SEARS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to substi-
tute the bill S. 6654.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unanimous
consent to substitute a similar bill, Senate 6654. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That as to all lands on Key Biscayne in townships
54 and 55 south, range 42 east, in the State of Florida, which were
embraced in the military and lighthouse reservations established on said
Key Biscayne by Executive orders dated August 28, 1847, and Febr
10, 1897, but now abandoned and relinguished; that certain pateng
dated May 4, 1885, and deslgnated as Tampa patent No. 35, be, and
the same Is hereby, declared valld and effective to vest the title to the
gald lands in the State of Florida and any such persons as have, since
the issuance of said patent, acquired the right, title, and interest of
the State of Florida in and to the sald lands or any portion thereof,

Sec. 2. That as to all lands embraced in said abandoned reservations,

which were properly to be classified as swamp and overflowed lands, in
accordance witg the terms of the swamp and overflowed land act of
1850, the State of Florida shall now have the right to claim said lands
as swamp and overflowed lands and to have the same allowed, set
apart, and patented as swamp and overflowed lands to the same extent
as if the sald lighthouse and military reservations had never existed.
+ Bpc. 8. That the descriptions contained in said patent and in the
gelection llst aforesaid shall be construed as having reference to the
plat of lands of Key Biscayne in townships 54 and 06 south, range 42
east, prepared in December, 1870, by J. E. Hilgarde, without regard to
the acreage named in said patent or said selection list: Provide » That
this act shall not be construed as affecting the title to any lands on
Key Biscayne embraced within the Mary Anne Davis claim,

The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read
the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Sears a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

The House bill H. R. 16993 was laid on the table.

RELIEF OF THE STATE OF KENTUCKY.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill 8, 2543, an act for the relief of the State of Ken-
tucky.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
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There was no objection.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection te the request of the
gentleman from Wisconsin? E

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the claim of the State of EKentucky for
reimbursement for expenses in by its governor in aldmg the
United States to raise the Volunteer Army for the War with Spain,
arising under the act of Co of July 8, 1898, and the acts
amendatory thereto, which has heretofore been filed before the Treas-
ury Department and disallowed because such claim had not been “ filed
and disallowed ” before the passage of the amendatory act of April 27,
1904, shall be reopened, examined, and allowed in accordance with the
second section of said act of April 27, 1904, and In accordance wi
the rulings of the accounting officers of Treasury Department
heretofore made In claims of like character of other States, d allow-
ance not to exceed in amount $1,400.44.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Jouxsox of Kentucky, a motion to recon-
si%uia.r the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the
table.

ACTIONS FOR m‘rﬂ ON THE HIGH SEAS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill S. 4288 an act relating to the maintenance of
actions for death on the high seas and other navigcble waters.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, let the bill
be reported.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the death of a person shall be
caused by wrongful act, neglect, or default occurring on the high seas
beyond a marine league from the shore of Mf State, or on any naviga-
ble waters of the Panama Canal Zone, the District of Columbia, or
Territories or dependencies of the United States, the personal repre-
sentative of the decedent may maintain a suit for damages in the
district courts of the United States, in admiralty, for the exclusive
benefit of the decedent’s wife, husband, parent, child, or dependent
relative against the wvessel, person, or corporation which would have
been liable if death had not ensued.

SEC. 2. That the recovery in such suit shall be a fair and just com-
g:nsstlon for the pecuniary loss sustained by the persons for whose

nefit the suit is brought, and shall be apportio among them by
the covrt in proportion to the loss they may severaliy bave suffered
Iby T1-&211!!0t1l1 of the death of the person by whose representative the suilt

[ 3
X “-ﬁug‘ﬂ That such suit shall be begun within two years from the
date of such wrongful act, neglect, or default, unless during that od
there has not been reasonable opportunity for secaring jurisdiction of
the vessel, person, or corporation sought to be charged; but after the
expiration of such perlod of two years the tht of action hereby given
ghall not be deemed to have lapsed until 90 days after a reasonable
op mrmnil:_}i_ to seecure jurisdiction has offered.
£C, 4. That if

negleet, or default, as is mentloned in section 1, during the pendency
in a court of admiralty of the United States of a suit to recover dam-
ages for personal injuries in respeect of such act, neglect, or defaunlt,
the personal representative of the decedent may be substituted as a
party and the suit may proceed as a suit under this act for the
recovery of the compensation provided in section 2.

Src, 5. That, In suits under this fact, the fact that the decedent has
been guilty of contrlhutorﬁe:eglimoe shall not bar recovery, but the
court shall take into consideration the degree of negligence attributable
to the decedent and reduce the recovery accordingly.

8ec. 6. That the provisions of any State statute glvlng or reﬁlntln
rights of action or remedies for death shall not be affected b, is ncg
as to causes of action accruing within the territorial llml{a of any
State. Nor shall this act sggly to the Great Lakes or to any waters
within the territorial limits any Btate,

SEC. 7. That this act shall not affect any pending suit, action, or
proceeding.

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
1 wish to make some inquiry about this bill. This is a very
important bill. What recovery could absolutely be had by the
heirs of any person suffering death on the high seas under sec-
tipn 2 of the bill? The wording here says that the recovery shall
be a fair and just compensation. That is very indefinite. The
court might consider under that that it would not be fair and
just ecompensation to give damages for mental anguish. Under
the Lord Campbell Act, which granted the right of the heirs to
recover for death, there was a limitation as to the amount. Most
of the States have enacted similar statutes.

Mr. WM. ELZA WILLIAMS. The gentleman’s objection is
based upon a pecuniary loss. There would be no damages for
anguish and suffering in case of death. In case of personal in-
Jury that might be said to exist. .

Mr. STAFFORD. I suppose this bill arises out of the Titanic
disuster.

Mr. WM. ELZA WILLIAMS. I suppose that might have had
something to do with starting it.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman mean that the heirs of
those who met death in that catastrophe would have no right to
recover except for pecuniary loss?

a person die as the result of such wrongful act, |

Mr., WM. ELZA WILLIAMS. Yes; I do not understand that
there is any right in case of death by dependent relatives to
recover except for pecuniary loss. In the case of personal injury
I can understand how the person injured would be entitled to
recover for anguish, pain, and suffering, but not for dependent
relatives.

Mr. STAFFORD. Take the case of the widow of one who met
gf?uﬁni[q: the Titanic disaster ; what would be her rights under

] 7

Mr. WM. BLZA WILLIAMS. Whatever her pecuniary loss
was—the loss of the husband upon whom she was dependent for
support.

Mr. STAFFORD. And under the Lord Campbell Act what
would her rights be?

Mr., WM. ELZA WILLIAMS. I do not know; I would not
undertake to answer the gentleman.

Mr, KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Colorado objects, and
the Clerk will report the next bill

COUNTERFEITING THE SEAL OF EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 17190) to prohibit and punish the fradulent
use, application, or counterfeiting of the seal of any executive
department or Government commission.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, I do not know
whether the gentleman from North Carolina is here or not, but
I think these bills should not be acted upon at this time, be-
cause in the Senate they have an omnibus bill which I under-
stand inciudes the next three measures on the calendar. There-
fore I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts objects.

INJURY TO VESSELS ENGAGED IN FOREIGN COMMERCE.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
17189) to prevent and punish willful injury or attempted injury
to, or conspirary to injure, any vessel in foreign com-
merce, or the cargo or persons on board thereof, by fire, ex-
plosives, or otherwise.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH. Mr, Speaker, I object.

NATIONAL-DEFENSE SECRETS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 11706) to amend an act entitled “An act to
prevent the disclosure of national-defense seerets,” approved
Marech 3, 1911, :

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eto., That section 3 of the act entitled “An act to pre-
vent the disclosure of national defense secrets,” approved March 3,
1911, be amended so that the said section will read as follows:

“fge. 3, That offenses against the gruviaiuns of this act committed
upon the high seas or elsewhere outside of a judicial district shall be
cognizable in the district where the offender is found or into which he
is first brought; but offenses hereunder committed within the Philip-
pine Islands shall be cognizable in any court of said islands havi
ori 1 jurisdiction of criminal emaezsiJ with the same right of npp(:tsl
as iven in other criminal cases where imprisonment exceeding one
year forms a part of the Penalty, and offenses hereunder committed
within the Canal Zone shall be cognizable in the district court of said
zone ; and jurisdiction is hereby conferred upom such courts for such
purpose.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed.

ACTION ¥OR DEATH ON THE HIGH SEAS.

Mr, MONTAGUE, Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gen-
tleman from Colorado [Mr. KeaTina] will withdraw the objec-
tion which he made just a2 moment ago to the consideration of
the bill (8. 4288) relating to the maintenance of actions for
death on the high seas and other navigable waters, and I ask
unanimous consent that the bill may be considered in the House
as in the Committee of the Whole.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, T object.

UNITED STATES DAUGHTERS OF 1812,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 20228) to renew patent No. 25909.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That a certain design &}eﬂt issued by the United
States Patent Office of date of August 11, 1 being patent No. 25900,
e e s e

° o s act, w! ] eges per ng to
the same as of the original patent, being generaﬁy known as the badge

tof the United States Daughters of 1812,
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed.

EXPATRIATION OF CITIZENS AND THEIR PROTECTION ABROAD.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 20605) to amend an act entitled “An act in
reference to the expatriation of eitizens and their protection
abroad,” approved March 2, 1907,

The SPEAKER. Ts there objection?

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Ala-
bama will ask that that bill be passed over without prejudice. I
think it requires some further amendment.

Mr, BURNETT. The gentleman has suggested that perhaps
there is a defect in the bill and I ask that it be passed over
without prejudice.

Mr. MANN. I object. The gentleman can put it upon the
Unanimous Consent Calendar again,

Mr. BURNETT. But then would it be reached?

Mr. MANN. I do not know ; but it has been reached once, and
those who have bills that have not been reached are entitled to
preference in being reached. .

Mr. BENNET. I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol-
lows : 2
To Mr. Capstick, for four days, on account of illness in his

family.
To Mr. Austin, for three days, on account of official business.

REPURLIC COAL CO.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from
Montana to move to suspend the rules.

Mr. STEENERSON rose.

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Minnesota rise?

Mr. STEENERSON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.
Are we not to finish the call of the Unanimous Consent Cal-
endar?

The SPEAKER. The Chair has promised to recognize three
gentlemen this afternoon to move to suspend the rules. If there
is any time after that, we will go back and finish the Unanimous
Consent Calendar. i

Mr. STEENERSON. But we have just reached the bill in
which I am interested. ;

The SPEAKER. That is true; but we are always reaching
somebody’s Dbill.

Mr. STEENERSON.
whole calendar.

The SPEAKER. That is true, and if the Chair was sure that
the House would stay here he would go on and finish if.

Mr. MANN., We will reach all of the bills some time before
the session is concluded.

Mr. STOUT, Mr. Speaker, I move fo suspend the rules and
piss Senate joint resolution 50, authorizing the Secretary of the
Interior to sell the coal deposits in and under certain publie
lands to the Republic Coal Co., a corporation, as amended, which
I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized and empowered to lease, under such terms and conditions
as he may prescribe, to the Republic Coal Co., a corporation organized
and exist nf under and by virtue of the laws of and doinﬁ business in
the State of Montana, the coal deposits in and under the following de-
scribed lands, situate in Musselshell County, State of Montana, to wit:
The northwest guarter of the northeast quarter ; the northwest quarter ;
and the north half of the southwest guarter, section 6, township 7
north, range 26 east; the south half of the northwest quarter; the
southwest quarter ; and the west half of the southeast quarter, section
20, tnwnnh?p 8 north, range 26 east; and the northeast quarter of the
southeast quarter of section 26, township 8 north, range 25 east: Pro-
vided, however, That sald lease shall be made subject to the legal or
equitable rights, inchoate or vested, of any surface or other entryman on
any part of said lands, and subject to the laws now in force governing
the sales of coal or other minerals where the surface lands and rights
are reserved or bave been previously disposed of: Provided, however,
That the coal taken from said described lands shall be used only for the
nses and purposes of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rallway Co.
and the railway corporations owned and controlled by it, and not for
commercial purposes, nor for sale to the B]ub]lc except to such employees
of sald corporation as may be employed the actoal mining operations
conducted on said described lands.

- The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr. HILLIARD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second, and, pend-
ing that, I should like to make a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HILLIARD. Does it not require unanimous consent to
have these amendments inserted?
- The SPEAKER. No.

Mr, HILLTARD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second.

There are only four or five left on the

The SPEAKER. The gentleman-from Colorado [Mr. Hit-
11ARD] demands a second.

Mr. STOUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a
second may be considered as ordered.

li\fr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in-
quiry.

The SPEAEER. The gentleman from Montana asks unani-
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered.

Mr. HILLTARD. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPBEAKER. The gentleman objects. The gentleman
from Montana and the gentleman from Colorado will take their
places as tellers. Those in favor of seconding this motion will
pass between the tellers and be counted.

'rhc% question was taken; and the tellers reported—ayes 79,
noes 7.

Mr. HILLIARD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order of
no quornm present.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will lock the doors, the
Sergeant at Arms will notify absentees, and the Clerk will eall
the roll. Those in favor of seconding the motion will answer
aye, those opposed will answer no.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, did the Speaker count for a quo-

m?
The SPEAKER. No; the Chair will count.
Mr, MANN. I think there is a quorum here.
The SPEAKER (after counting). One hundred and thirty-
eight gentlemen are present, not a quorum. The Doorkeeper
will lock the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify absentees,
and the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 298, nays 31,

ru

answered “ present " 4, not voting 100, as follows:

YEAS—208.

Abercrombie Driscoll Hutchinson Phelan
Adair Drukker Igoe Powers
Adamson Dunn Johnson, 8. Dak. Pratt
Aiken Dyer Johnson, Wash, Rainey
Alexander Edmonds Jones Raker
Allen Edwards Eahn Ramseyer
Almon Ellsworth Kelley Rauch
Ashbrook Elston Kennedy, ITowa Rayburn
Austin Evans Kennedy, R. 1. Ricketts
Ayres Fairchild Kettner Roberts, Nev.
Bailey Farley Key, Ohlo Rodenberg
Barnhart Farr Kiess, Pa. Rogers
Black Ferrls Kinkaid Rouse
Blackmon Fesa Kitchin Rowe
Booher Fields Knnl?'p Rowland
Bowers Fitzgerald La Follette Rubey
Britt Flood Langley Rucker, Ga.
Britten Focht Lazaro Russell, Mo.
Browne Fordney Lee Russell, Ohio
Browning Foss Lehlbach SBanford
Brumbaugh Foster Lenroot Baunders
Buchanan, Tex. Freeman Lever Schall
Burke Fuller Lieb Scott, Mich.
Burnett Gallagher Linthicum Sears
Butler : Gallivan Littlepage _ Sherley
Byrnes, 8. C. Gandy Lloyd Siegel
Eyrns, Tenn. Gard Lobeck Sinnott
Caldwell Gardner Loud Sisson
Campbell Garland McAndrews Slayden
Candler, Miss. Garner McArthur lemp
Cannon Garrett McClintic Sloan
Capstick Glass McCulloch Smail
Carter, Okla. Glynn McDermott Smith, Mich.
Cary Good McFadden Smith, Minn,
Casey Goodwin, Ark. MeGillieuddy Smith, N. Y.
Chandler, N. Y. Green, Iowa McKellar Smith, Tex.
Chiperfield Greene, Mass. McKlinley Soyder
Church Gregg McLaughlin Sparkman
Cline Griest MeLemore Btafford
Coady Griffin Madden Steagall
Coleman Guernsey Magee Btedman
Collier Hadley Mann Steele, Iowa
Connelly Hamill : Mapes Steele, Pa.
Conry Hamilton, Mich. Martin Steenerson
Cooper, W. Va. Haml!n Meeker Stephens, Miss.
Cooper, Wis. Hardy Miller, Del. Stephens, Nebr.
Copley Harrison, Va. Miller, Minn. Stephens, Tex.
Cox Hastings Mondell Sterling
Crago Haugen Montague Stiness
Cramton Hawley Moon Stout
Crisp Hayden Moore, Pa. Sulloway
Cullop Hayes Moores, Ind. Sutherland
Curr Heaton Morgan, La. Sweet
Dallinger Heflin Morgan, Okla. Swift
Danforth Helgesen Morrison Bwitzer
Darrow Helm Moss Taggart
Davis, Minn. Helvering Mudd. Tague
Decker Hen Murray Talbott
Dempsey Hensley Neely Taylor, Ark,
Denison Hernandez Nicholls, 8. C. Taylor, Colo.
Dent Holland Nichols, Mich. Temple
Dickinson Hollingsworth North {lson
Dies Hood Oakey Timberlake
Dill Hopwood Oldfield Treadway
Dillon Houston Oliver Van Dyke

ixon Howell Overmyer Vare
Doolittle Hulbert £e, Venable
Doremus Hull, Towa Parker, N. J Vinson
Doughton Hull, Tenn. Parker, N. X. Walker
Dowell Humphreys, Miss. Peters Walsh
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Ward Wheeler -~ Wilson, La. Woods, Towa
Wason Williams, T. S. Wingo Young, N. Dak.
Watkins Willlams, W. E., Winslow Young, Tex,
Watson, Va. Willlams, Ohio Wise
Webb Wilson, Fla. Wood, Ind.
NAYS—31.
Aswell Gerdon Keatin Shallenberger
Barkley Gray, Ind. Kincheloe Sherwood
Buchanan, T11, Hilllard King Bumners
Caraway Howard Mays Tavenner
Carlin Huddleston Park Thomas
Crosser Jacoway Quin Thompson
Davis, Tex. James Randall Tillman
Eagle Johnson, Ky. Reilly
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—4,
Bennet Borland Lindbergh London
NOT VOTING— 100,
Anderson Emerson Kreider Porter
Anthony Esch Lafean Pou
Bacharach Estopinal Lesher Price
Barchfeld Flynn Lewis Ragsdale
Beakes Frear Liebel eavis
Beales Gillett * Loft Riordan
Bell Godwin, N. C, Longworth Roberts, Mass,
Benedict Gould MeCracken Rucker, Mo,
Bruckner Graham McKenzie Babath
Burgess Gray, Ala. Maher Scott, Pa.
Callaway Gray, N. J. + Matthews Scully
Cantrill Greene, Vt. Miller, Pa, Sells
Carew Hamilton, N. Y. Mooney Bhackleford
. Carter, Mass. Harrison, Miss.  Morin Shouse
Charles Hart Mott Sims
Clark, Fla. Haskell Nelson Smith, Idaho
Cooper, Ohlo Hicks Nolan Snell
Costello 11l Norton Stone
Dale, N. Y. Hinds 0 lesby Tinkham
Dale, Vt. Hughes Oln Towner
Davpnport Humphrey, Wash. O'Shaunesay Volstead
Dewalt Husted Padgett atson, Pa.
Dooling Kearns Paige, Mass. ‘Whaley
Dupré Kelster Patten ‘Wilson, I11.
Eagan Kent Platt Woodyard

- So a second was ordered.
The Clerk announced the following pairs:
From February 17 to February 21:
Mr. Gopwin of North Carolina with Mr, TINKHAM.
Until further notice:
Mr. Spackrerorp with Mr. Hior.
Mr. BEARES with Mr. ANBERSON.
Mr, BeLn with Mr. ANTHONY.
Mr. BRUckNER with Mr. BAcHARACH,
Mr. Burgess with Mr. BARCHFELD.
Mr. Carraway with Mr. Saare of Idaho.
Mr. CaxTrILL with Mr. SNELL.
Mr. Carew with Mr. CarTER of Massachusetts.
Mr. Crarx of Florida with Mr., CHARLES.
Mr. Crosser with Mr. CoorEr of Ohio.
Mr. DALE of New York with Mr. CosTELLO.
Mr. DavesporT with Mr. DAL of Vermont.
Mr., DEwArTr with Mr. TowNER.
Mr. Doorisag with Mr. FreAR.
Mr. Dupré with Mr. GILLETT.
Mr. Eacany with Mr. Gourp.

. Mr. EsToPINAL with Mr. GrRAHAM.
Mr. FLys~ with Mr. Gray of New Jersey.
Mr. Gray of Alabama with Mr. Greexe of Vermont.
Mr. Hagrgrison of Mississippi with Mr. Haxsirrox of New

Mr. Hart with Mr. HASKELL,
Mr. HucHEs with Mr. Hicks.

" Mr. Lesger with Mr. Wartson of Pennsylvania.
Mr. LEwis with Mr. HumpHREY of Washington,
Mr. Ligser with Mr. HUSTED.

Mr. Lorr with Mr. Kearxs.

Mr. MAHER with Mr. REAVIS.

Mr. OcrLEsBY with Mr. KREIDER.

Mr. OrNEY with Mr. Lar¥eaw, ;

Mr. O'SmpavxNessy with Mr. LONGWORTH.
Mr. PapgeErT with Mr. Wirsox of Illinois.
Mr, Parrex with Mr, McKENZIE.

Mr. Pou with Mr, Roeerts of Massachusetts.
Mr. Price with Mr. SELLS.

Mr. RacspAre with Mr. Moo~EY.

Mr. Rearpon with Mr. Morix.

Mr. Rucker of Missouri with Mr. MorT.
Mr. SABaTH with Mr. NELSON.

Mr. ScurLLy with Mr. NoLAN.

Mr. Smouse with Mr. Norrox.

Mr. Sruas with Mr. Pawe of Massachugsetts.
Mr. StonNeE with Mr. PLATT.

Mr. Wrarey with Mr. WoobYARD.

The SPEAKER. A quornm ig present. The Doorkeeper will
open the doors. The gentleman from Montana [Mr. Stout] is
recognized for 20 minutes.

Mr. STOUT. DMr. Speaker, it will not require any very great
explanation to fully acquaint Members of the House with the
purposes of this resolution. The Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul
Railway Co. has a line running through Montana. It has to
have ceal in order to operate its trains. It is reaching that
point where it will soon have no coal, and this bill offers them,
on the part of the Government, a lease of 640 acres of coal land
at a price to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior.

Mr. HILLIARD. Will the gentleman yield for a moment?

Mr, STOUT. I will.

Mr. HILLTARD. The gentleman has yielded to me for a
moment,

Mr, STOUT. Wait a minute. I yielded for a guestion.

Mr. HILLTARD. You said you yielded,

My, STOUT. I yielded for a question,

Mr. HILLIARD. This is all 1 want to say——

Mr, STOUT. You can have some time in a moment.

Mr. HILLTARD. I will ask the gentleman a question: At
the close of this debate, will you join me in asking that there
shall be a yea-and-nay vote?

Mr. STOUT. I do not care whether there is a yea-and-nay
vote or not. I am not going to join you in asking anything.

Mr., HILLTARD. All right.

Mr. STOUT. This matter has been quite thoroughly dis-
cussed. The Secretary of the Interior has given due considera-
tion to it. The Senate considered it fully and exhaustively.
The Public Lands Committee of this House gave it their usual
careful and painstaking consideration, and reported it out with
pr;;:tical unanimity. So I can see no possible objection to it.

RAKER. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a °

question?

Mr. STOUT. Yes,

Mr. RAKER. The original resolution provlde{l for 14,500
acres?

Mr. STOUT. No; 1,440 acres.

Mr. RAKER. The resolution now before the House as
amended includes 640 acres? ;

Mr. STOUT. Yes.

Mr. RAKER. And instead of a sale of the land, the resolution
now provides for a lease, at a price to be fixed by the Secretary
of the Interior under that lease?

Mr. STOUT. Exactly; yes. As the resolution originally
came before this body it provided for 1,440 acres.

Mr. EsCOTI‘ of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yleld?

STOUT. Yes. )

Mr, SCOTT of Michigan., I would like to ask the gentleman
if there is any limitation on the lease that is to be granted by
the Secretary of the Interior? Can he grant a lease for 50
years, or 1 year, or 10 years?

Mr, STOUT. He can grant any =ort of lease-that he desires,
This coal is lying there undeveloped. With 1,300 miles of rail-
road to be supplied, you ean imagine how long a 5-foot vein,
even of good coal, would last on 640 acres of land. The com-
mittee amended this bill in some particulars, providing for a
lease instead of a sale of the land to the railroad company, and
there was read into the joint resolution to-day a further amend-
ment, which reduces the acreage, as has been suggested by the
gentleman from California [Mr., Raxer], from 1,440 acres to
640 acres, That was done so as to obviate any pessible objec-
tion. At the present time four individuals under the present
coal laws can go out there—even if this bill should not pass or
before it should be passed—at this moment and file upon those
640 acres of coal land and pay the Government's price and be-
come the owners of it in that manner, It has been lying there
all these years. ‘It has been lying there beside the railroad
tracks for eight years, and despite that fact it has not been
considered of sufficient value by any private citizens from there
or elsewhere to warrant them in filing npon it; and that comes
from this fact: This land is undoubtedly of great value to the
Chieago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rallroad Co. It is of no value
to anyone else, for the reason that it is coal of a comparatively
low grade. I burn it in my own furnace, and I know what it is,
It is fit only for steaming purposes. TFor a private individual
to attempt to go in there and develop that field it would, accord-
ing to the figures of competent engineers, cost $300,000. But the
railroad company has dug out a section right up to this location.

It has put from $600,000 to $800,000 worth of machinery into .

its shafts and tunnels, and it is all ready to proceed. All it
needs to do is to go and dig out the coal.
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Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr, STOUT. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Has the genfleman any informa- |-

tion as to the price to be paid by the railroads under this lease?

Mr. STOUT. That is in the hands of the Seeretary of the
Interior.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. And does the Secretary of the In-
terior fix the price that the employees of the company shall pay
for the coal?

Mr. STOUT. That may be incorporated in the lease, but there
is nothing on that in this resolution. The railroad eompany is
not permitted to sell this coal to anybody except its own em-
ployees. It will not enter into competition at all. It is taking
this coal solely and wholly for steaming purposes.

As I pointed out here on a previous occasion, the ether rail-
road companies had opportunities to acquire coal lands, and they
got all they could; but when this particular company went
through the West the coal lands were all gone, or such restric-
tions had been placed around the coal that they could not get it.

I think the enactment of this joint resolution will serve a dis-
tinet public purpose. I may say that we have been undergoing a
coal famine out there recently. My people have been suffering
severely, and by permitting the railroad to open up this little
tract it will permit the other independent mines to supply the
public trade.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana reserves the
rest of his time. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr, HiLriare]l
is recognized for 20 minutes. .

Mr. HILLIARD, Mr. Speaker, I yleld 10 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Utah [Mr., Mays]. d

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Utah is recognized for
10 minutes. E

Mr. MAYS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Montana |Mr,
Stovur] stated that this joint resolution had received very de-
liberate consideration in the Committee on the Public Lands and
had been passed practically by a unanimous vote. The faets
are that this bill was considered in the Committee on the Public
Lands for about 30 minutes, and a subcommittee was appointed,
consisting of the gentleman from Montana [Mr. Stour], the
gentleman from California [Mr. RaxEr]), and myself, to further
consider the merits of the proposition.

We went into this matter at some length, and when it eame to
the question of reporting upen this bill two of the subcommittee
were opposed to if, and one, the gentleman from Montana [Mr.,
Stovr], favored it. I think perhaps it is wise that we shounld
give a few of the reasons why we were opposed-to it. The
gentleman quoted the Secretary of the Interior as being in
favor of this bill. The Secretary of the Interior made a report
on this bill, and in view of the faet that we were just passing
through the House a general law providing that a railroad
company might for its own uses lease 2,560 acres of land, he
favored a leasing proposition on this bill, but not a selling
proposition. The Senate, however, passed this bill to sell 2,000
acres of land to the Milwaukee Railroad Co., the Republic Coal
Co. being a subsidiary of the Milwaukee Railroad—to sell it
outright—giving them exclusive eontrol, of course, ever that
land.

We this bill because there is no precedent for it in
all the history of legislation. When the subcommittee were
considering it I addressed a letter to the Secretary of the In-
terior, trying to find some reason why he favored it, and I
asked him to report to us, as a subcommittee, the reason why
he favored it. I asked him to give the formalities necessary
for anybody to seeure coal lands under the laws of the United
States. I asked him if in all the laws there was any precedent
for such legislation. I asked him if it was not a special privi-
lege eonferred upon a railroad corporation. I asked him how
much land a citizen could acquire under the law. I asked him
how much land an association of citizens could acquire and

- under what circumstances. He replied to these questions,
first, that a ecitizen could acquire 160 acres of coal land by
making required application and payment and by exhausting
his right to acquire; that an association of citizens could ac-
quire 320 acres of coal land, provided each member of the asso-
ciation was qualified to make entry upon coal lands; that an
association of citizens, provided they had already expended the
sum of $5,000 upon a coal mine, could acguire not to exceed 640
acres of coal lands. He said there had been no precedent for
this legislation in all the history of legislation, but he thought
in view of the fact that the Congress had just passed a leasing
bill providing that 2,560 acres might be acquired under a lease
this legislation might be justified.

The Milwaukee Railroad Co. is owned by the Standard Oil

. It comes in here pretending that it is facing a great
emergency ; that it has no coal with which to run its rallroad.
The Milwaukee Railroad Co. has just as mueh eoal as anybody
else in the market, and if anyhody who has no coal should
come in here and ask for a coal mine, you wounld not be pre-
pared to grant such a special privilege. We have sugar fac-
torles in the West that are out of coal. We have cement fac-
tories out there that are out of coal. We have whole communi-
ties out of coal. They are not now coming here and asking
that you pass a special bill granting special legislation to them
that will grant to them the right of having a coal mine, You
will recall that a few weeks ago several municipalities came in
here asking that a small traet of coal land be granted them at
the market price. Gramd Junetion, Colo,, suffering as it was
by the monopoly that these same railroad ecompanies have
exercised for 20 years out there by virtue of the fact that they
own the coal of that country, came in here asking that that
municipality be granted the right to purchase a small sub-
division of eoal land to furnish coal to the people of that
munieipality, that they might be relieved of this monopoly.
That was ohjected to by gentlemen on the other side. The
town of Kaycee, Wyo., asked for 40 acres—-

AMr. LENROOT. In any of those cases did it provide that
they should pay for the land?

I\{r. MAYS. That they should pay the market price for the
coal.

Mr. LENROOT.

Mr, MAYS. No.

Mr. LENROOT. I think it was a pure donation in each case.

Mr. MAYS. The gentleman from Wiseonsin can ask the
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mo~NDELL] about that. The gen-
tleman from Wyoming asked that the little town of Kaycee,
Wyo., be granted the right to purchase 40 aecres of coal at the
market price, in order that the people of that town might have
a coal mine for the relief of that municipality. We have had
some experience in the West on account of these coal railroad
companies owning coal lands there. I have no confidence in
the amendment which the gentleman propoeses to offer. I know
when that bill goes back to the Senate—I feel sure the amend-
will be stricken out. I have all assurances of that, and that a
pure and simple sale will be carried through by this bill when
it goes back to the Senate. I could get no assurance from the
conferees of the Public Lands Committee that they would hold
tenaciously to this leasing proposition that only 640 acres would
be granted instead of 2,000, as the bill first provided. This bill
has been before this House since the first session of the Sixty-
third Congress. It never has had a favorable consideration.
They have had a persistent lobby. The president of the company
has been here lobbying with Congressmen. The attorneys of the
railroad company have camped on their trail and urged that the
bill be passed, and I do not believe that we have had before
us in the history of my little time in Congress such a dangerous
proposition as is this. because of the fact that it establishes a
precedent. We have. in our State one railroad company that
has owned and controlled 95 per cent of the coal business of
that State, and if we should pass such legislation as this I
know that that railroad company would be here asking that coal
lands adjoining be granted to them by special legislation. Why
should a railroad company be granted a right that an associa-
tion of citizens can not obtain? If you want to form yourselves
into a coal company, into an association of citizens, under what
circumstances would you get coal land? Not by special legis-
lation but by the general laws, as the Secretary of the Interior
has set out in his instructions to us. I am satisfied that the See-
retary of the Interior would never approve of this bill providing
for the sale of the land as it will undoubtedly come back to us
from conference. I believe that we ought to defeat this legis-
lation. The railroad companies will be in here urging similar
legislation if we pass this bill. In the history of the Congress,
the Secretary of the Interior says, no such bill was ever
passed. Why should you pass it now? I reserve the balance
of my time. :

Mr. HILLTARD. Mr., Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. BENNET].

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, my reasons for not being for this
bill are almost diametrically opposite ta those of the gentleman
who last spoke. I can not claim an extensive knowledge of legis-
lation, but, so far as my research goes, this is the first time that
the Congress of the United States has attempted to take away
from a man who either bought or paid for a thing or a man who
got it under law the right to dispose of it as such property is
usually disposed of. It seems to me that this is an extremely
bad precedent and along the same lines as some heretofore

I think the gentleman is mistaken.
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passed by this Congress of attempting to limit the rights of a
man to do what he pleases with the property that he has. If the
railroad company is entitled to lease or buy coal land, it ought to
have the right to dispose of the product. We introduced a new
element into legislation. Listen to this, if this is the language
that is now in the bill:

Provided, however, That the coal taken from said deseribed lands
shall be used only for the uses and pmoms of the Chicago, Milwaukee
& St. Paul Rallway Co. and the lway corporations owned and
controlled h{ it, and not for commercial purposes, nor for sale to the
E.nbllc except to guch employees of sald corporation as may be employed

the actual mining operations conducted on said described lands.

Mr. MONDELL. Has the gentleman from New York forgotten
that that was the intelligent action that the House took in con-
nection with the general leasing law—the same sort of provision?

Mr. BENNET. The gentleman from New York has neither
forgotten nor remembered it. He did not know it.

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the gentleman knowledge that it is
in harmony with the commodity clause in the interstate-com-
merce act?

Mr. BENNET. I stated that this Congress had passed some
bad legislation, and I thought this was in line with it. As a
result of that sort of legislation, they are to-day taking the steam-
boats from the Great Lakes in the gentleman’s territory.

Mr. STAFFORD. That is not ascribable to the commodity
clause of the interstate-commerce act.

Mr. BENNET. During all this Congress I have been pro-
testing against bills that interfered with the rights of people in
attempting to demonstrate that there is at least one Jeffersonian
Democrat left in the House of Representatives, and I am he.
[Laughter.]

Mr, MANN. Not for long.

Mr. BENNET. Only until the 4th of March, as the gentle-
man from Illinois suggests.

Mr. CALDWELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BENNET. Yes.

Mr. CALDWELL. Does the gentleman think that a railroad
would have authority under its charter to mine coal for general
sale to the public?

Mr. BENNET. I do not know what the charter of the rail-
road is, but I do know that the precedent is a bad one—that
we shall by statute provide that a man who buys something can
not exercise the ordinary right that the other citizens of the
United States have in relation fo property of the same kind.

Mr. CALDWELL. The gentleman does not catch my point,
If we authorize the making of a law that would permit the
lease, then the lease would fail because the railroad would
have no authority to enter into that kind of lease.

Mr. BENNET. I do not know about that.

Mr. STOUT. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin, Mr. LENRoOT.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr, Speaker, I am in favor of this bill, and
I believe it fully safeguards the public interests in every way.
It is exactly in line with the general leasing bill that has been
passed by this House. In that bill an individual was permitted
to lease 2,560 acres. A railroad was permitted to make a lease,
providing the coal was used solely for the purpose of the railroad,
and an additional lease was authorized by that bill for every
200 miles of road.

Mr. MAYS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LENROOT. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. MAYS., I want to ask if that bil' became a law?

Mr. LENROOT. No; but the House has expressed itself to
the fullest extent it was able to do so.

Mr. MAYS. That was a general law, if the gentleman re-
members?

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman has referred to some muniei-
pal bills, He has referred to the Grand Junction bill and to
the Kaycee bill. which was objected to to-day, and has sought
to have the House believe—and I do not question the gentle-
man's good faith—that we were discriminating in favor of a
railroad company. I want to say to the gentleman that in the
case of the Grand Junction bill the price provided was the mini-
mum price of $§1.25 an acre, and did not provide for an appraised
price at all, and the gentleman from Colorado will correct me if
I am wrong. In the case of the Kaycee bill, I hold it in my hand,
and it provides that in the case of lease there should be no
royalty or charge whatever. So far as discrimination is con-
cerned, the discrimination has not been in favor of the railroad
company, but has been in favor of the municipality, as it ought
to be. With reference to this matter the railroad is limited in
the use of this coal to its own purposes. My friend from New
York [Mr. BEx~eT] objects to that. I wonder if my friend from
New York thinks that a railroad has a right to engage in any
kind of private business?

Mr. BENNET. Does the gentleman ask me a question?

Mr, LENROOT. Yes.

Mr. BENNET. If it is authorized by its charter. If we grant
it rights, it ought to be permitted to exercise those rights.

Mr, LENROOT. I will say in reply to the gentleman, that if
any railroad corporation engaged in interstate commerce has the
right to engage in every kind of private business, it is the duty
of the Congress of the United States to prevent it so far as it
is possible, and it is entirely in harmony with good public
policy to limit the use of this railroad company to this coal for
its own uses and its own purposes.

ih]i&-? SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yie

Mr. LENROOT. The situation is that the Northern Pacific
and the Great Northern Reilroads are competitors of this Mil-
waukee road, a transcontinental line. The Northern Pacific has
thousands of acres of coal lands which it secured by land grant.
The Great Northern Railroad has a large quantity of coal., This
road that had no land granted whatever simply seeks to get
the right to either purchase or lease 640 acres of coal land at the
highest price, asking no favors from this Government and pay
to the Government what it is worth, in order that it may get
coal to run its own engines.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Nebraska?

Mr. LENROOT. Yes.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, the bill provides, as
I read it, that it shall be leased to the Republic Coal Co. and
not to the railroad company.

Mr, LENROOT. That is correct. The Republic Coal Co. is
a subsidiary company of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul
Railroad, and all of the stock of the coal company is held by the
Milwaukee road as it appeared before our committee.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The gentleman is aware that that
is the way all railroad companies handle coal which they sell to
other people.

Mr. LENROOT. Oh, the gentleman will notice that there is
a prohibition in this bill against the coal company using it for
any other purpose than to supply the railroad company.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The bill provides that the coal
shall be sold to no other company than the railroad company ?

Mr. LENROOT. Yes.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. And without that prohibition in
the bill the subsidiary company could sell to others.

Mr, LENROOT. The proviso absolutely prevents it. The
provision is that the coal shall be used only for the uses and
purposes of the Milwaukee road.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, STOUT. Mr, Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentle-
man from Oklahoma [Mr, FErris].

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, this bill in a word authorizes
the Republic Coal Co. to lease 640 acres of land to mine coal
upon that land for their own use and no other, It provides that
they must pay what the Government says it is worth. Third,
under existing law any citizen or individual can buy cogl and
pay for it according to the price fixed by the same department
that will fix this price. The whole objection to this bill results
from the fact the name of a railroad is in it. The Government
of the United States, as well as anybody else, ought to use a litlle
sense about legislating, and it is not proper, because there is a
provision in here that a railroad is to buy or lease some of this
coal for its own use to burn in its own engines, not to enter into
commerce in any way, to be scared to death and vote against it.
The bill ought to have passed by unanimous consent and ought
to have passed long ago by unanimous consent, but the gentle-
man from Utah [Mr. Mays] has objected to it, which of course
was within his right, and he opposes it now, which is within his
right, and slso the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Hrnriagrp],
but I insist anyone who sits down and reads this bill and the
report will conclude there is no valid objection to it. The rail-
ways herein can not enter into commerce or competition under
this bill. They merely desire to buy for their own use. They
agree to pay all for it that the Interior Department says it is
worth.

Mr, HUDDLESTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FERRIS. I can not; I have only three minutes. The
Interior Department reports it favorably. The Geologleal Sur-
vey reports it favorably. Anyone who will go inte it carefully
will approve it. It is simply the word railroad that gives some
people hysteria. This railway is nothing to me one way or the
other, but the passage of this bill is but common justice. They
ask no favors. They propose to pay full value for all they get.
We passed a bill through this House, H. R. 406, the so-called
conservation bill, authorizing mining companies and individuals
to lease 2,560 acres of coal land where this only provides for the
leasing of 640 acres of land. That bill passed by this House twice
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by unanimous consent after careful consideration. What earthly
objection can there be to allowing a railroad company to buy or
lease coal for their own use, paying full value therefor? The
Government has 53,000,000 acres of coal. The railroad has not a
coal mine in 1,500 miles of this place. The next coal land suit-
able for a supply is found way down in Iowa. They need the
coal, and they are willing to pay what the Government says it
is worth. The opposition to this bill is simply a tempest in a
teapot. There really is no foundation for the opposition. They
only ask to take 640 acres, and T would like to know what valid
objection there can be to this bill? The railway asks no quarter.
They merely ask to do a necessary thing and agree to pay full
value for it. What more could they do? What more does any
thoughtful person want them to do? I yield back my time if I
have any. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman yields back one minute.

Mr. STOUT. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman to nse the
remainder of his time.

Mr. HILLIARD. I yield to the gentleman from Utah [Mr.
Mays] ; how much time does he wish?

Mr. MAYS. Mr. Speaker, I only want half a minute fo say the
gentleman from Wisconsin tried to make the impression here
that I had misconstrued the provisions of a certain measure. I
have just talked with the father of the bill providing that we
grant land to Grand Junction, Colo., and he told me my recollec-
tion was right; that they offered to pay the minimum price fixed
by the Secretary of the Interior for the coal lands sought to be
purchased by the town of Grand Junction.

LENROOT. Did not the gentleman state to the House the
nppmised price in his original statement?

Mr. MAYS. I may have said appraised price, but there is some-
times a minimum appraised price and a maximum——

Mr. LENROOT. 1 read from the other bill where there was
no royalty whatever.

Mr. MAYS. That is a very small difference.

Mr. HILLTARD, Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to detain the
House long. I want to confess now it was I who called you here.
I wanted you to hear the discussion of this bill. If you want to
give the railroad company this special privilege, I shall not com-
plain if you do it; but I want you to know what the bill is and
do it with full knowledge, and if at the end of the debate you
shall conclude that you want to do this I am going to ask that
there be a yea-and-nay vote, and I sincerely hope that you will
help me to get that.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Feg-
r1s] seems to think that he possesses the last word of wisdom
about this bill. He says it ought never to have been objected to;
that it onght not now to be objected to. Well, why not? If I
had introduced a bill when I came here to give the gentleman from
Oklahoma a chance to lease land on terms that you gentlemen
could not Jease it under the general law, the committee would
have langhed at me and you would have laughed at me, and I
wonuld have been placed in the newspapers, if I had been a man
of any consequence, as a joke. Yet the gentleman from Okla-
home, ‘with all his powers as a great leader of this House,
feigns surprise that there is any opposition to the measure and
would frown it down.

The distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, Lexroot],
who recently has become a great militarist [langhter], labors
under the impression that this coal company, because it may not
sell to other people, is going to render a great service. Why,
the gentleman from Oklahoma and several of these other gen-
tlemen on the Public Lands Committee put in their entire time
through all the hot summer last year in trying to develop the
West, to the end that the people out there 11ight have a chance;
and yet they come in here now and advocate that this coal com-
pany shall not be permitted to sell coal to the people out there,
although they may be freezing, as the distinguished gentleman
from Montana tells us here in this presence. Why should they
not sell conl? Why should they not be required to do it?
Some gentleman says there is no limit to it. It may be 50
years. For purposes of the railroad that is a sale and nothing
else.

Mr. Speaker, it may be fine to be generous with public prop-
erty, as gentlemen seem to believe, but I venture the word of
warning that a different rule obtains in this country now. It is
no longer the practice to yield valuable properties to railroad
companies under special acts. TUncle Sam is more careful with
his heritage. He wants to preserve it. He wants the people to
have a chance. It is safe as well as jost to take the people's
side. They can not have a lobby, as do the great interests, and
that is the more reason that their cause should be championed
by somebody on this floor.

Mr. SWITZER. Does the gentleman believe that the railroad
company really needs this coal to operate its line out there?

Mr., HILLIARD. I think the railroad needs this coal just
as John D. Rockefeller needs everything in the world he does
not now have, and for no better reason. [Applause.] That
railroad company, if it has not ceal, ean buy it from the coal
companies out there like other people buy it, and give those
other coal companies a chance to make a little money. Of
course, Mr. Speaker, they would like-to get the coal cheaper
than you and I could buy it, but they ought to go into the
market and patronize some other eoal companies and give some
other soulless corporation a chance to make a dollar,

Mr. SWITZER. Does not the gentleman believe that the
cheaper the railroad company can get the coal the cheaper the
gnh;rstate Commerce Commission will make the rates? [Laugh-
er.

Mr. HILLIARD. The laughter that goes over the Chamber
answers the gentleman. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Colorado
has expired.

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAxN] is recognized for
four minutes.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I have no interest in the Chicago,
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railroad, which does not run through
my distriet, but I have some admiration for the road, because
it has been built in competition with the Great Northern and
Northern Pacific, out to the Pacific coast, and is the only rail-
road in the country, so far as I know, which is attempting to
conserve the natural resources by running trains over the
mountains by eleetric power. [Applause.]

Now, what does it ask? It asks that the Republie Coal Co.,
which it owns, shall have the right to continue to mine conl.
The Republic Coal Co. has a plant now costing $1,000,000.
Coal which they owned is exhausted. All the other coal there
is owned either by the Government or the Northern Pacific
Railroad.

The Government owns the even-numbered sections and the
Northern Pacific owns the odd-numbered sections. The Northern
Pacific and the Milwaukee are in competition with each other.
The Milwaukee road ought not to be compelled to buy its coal
from the Northern Pacific Railroad, and the only other place
that it can buy its coal from is from the Government of the
United Statés. It is willing to pay a fair price for it. It is to
the interest of the country that the railroads have coal wifh
which to operate their trains. This company can not carry on
its business without coal. When it pays the full price to the
Government, why should not we give it the right to burn the
coal In its locomotives? What objection is there to it¥ No
objection has been offered. They can not run without the coal.
They have got to buy it from the Government or else they have
got to buy it from the Northern Pacific Railroad, or they have
got to go a long distance away and buy coal and carry it to
this section of the road, greatly interfering with transportation
and greatly increasing the cost. And the cost eventually is paid
by the public. We ought to give them the right to mine this
coal, paying for it what it is worth.

The objection of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Bexxer]
is not valid. The grant runs to the Republic Coal Co. While
it is a suobsidiary of the Milwaukee road, we do not want to
give to the Republic Coal Co. the right to mine coal to sell to
anybody else. If the grant ran directly to the railroad company
the present law would cover if, but it runs indirectly to the rail-
road company, and hence the amendment providing that they
can not sell the coal in the market. We do not propose to give
the railroad company the right to mine coal, transport it, and
sell it in competition with people who have to pay for the
transportation of coal. [Applause.] Criesof “ Vote!” “ Vote!”

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the rules be sus-
pended and this paper that has been read at the Clerk’s desk,
including the amendments, be agreed to?

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER. In the judgment of the Chair, two-thirds
having voted in the affirmative——

Mr. HILLTARD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado demands a
division. Those in favor of suspending the rules and passing
the Senate joint resolution with the amendments read in will
rise and stand until they are counted. [After counting.] One
hundred and fifty-two gentlemen have risen in the affirmative.
Those opposed will rise and stand until they are counted. [After
counting.] Thirty-nine gentlemen have risen in the negative,
On this vote the ayes are 152 and the noes are 39.

Mr. HILLTARD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.
1 make the point of no quorum.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado makes the
point of no quorum. The Chair will count.

Mr, HILLIARD. I submit that the Speaker has just counted.
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The SPEAKER. The Chair knows, but the Chair will have
to'count over again, A whole lot of people do not get up on either
side. [After counting.] Two hundred and sixteen gentlemen
are present—not a quorum. The Doorkeeper will close the
doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and the
Clerk will eall the roll. Those in favor of suspending the rules
and passing the Senate joint resolution with amendments read
in will, when thelr names are called, answer * yea™; those op-
posed will answer “ nay.”

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 234, nays 52,
answered “ present " 3, nof voting 144, as follows:

YEAS—2324.
. Abercrombie Evans Langley Rouse
Adair Farr Lee Rowe
Adamson Ferris Lehlbach Rowland
iken Fess Lenroot Rubey
Alexander Fields eb Russell, Mo.
Allen Flood Lindbergh Russell, Ohio
Almon Focht Linthicom Sanford
Ashbrook Fordney Littlepage Saunders
Aswell Foss Lloyd Schall
Black Foster Lobeck Sherley
Blackmon Freeman Longworth Siegel
Borland Fuller McAndrews Sisson
Bowers Gallivan MeArthur Sloan
Britt Gandy Mc(lintle Smith, Minn.
Britten Gard MeCulloch Smith, N. Y.
Browning Garland McDermott Smith, Tex,
Brimbaugh Garner MeFadden Stafford
Buchanan, Tex. Garrett MeGillicuddy Steagall
Burke Glass MeLaughlin Stedman
Burnett Glynn MeLemore Stecle, Iowa
Butler Good Madden Steele, Pa.
Byrnes, 8. C. Gray, Ala. Magee Steenerson
Byrns, Tenn. Green, Towa Mann Stephens, Miss.
Candler, Miss, Gregﬁ Manpes Stephens, Nebr.
Cannon Gries Martin Stephens, Tex,
Capstick Griffin Meeker Sterling
ry Guernsey Miller, Del. Stiness
Case Hudlely Miller, Minn, Btout
Coady Hamilton, Mich, Miller, Pa. Bulloway
Coleman Hamlin Mondell Sweet
Collier Hastings Moon Swift
Cooper, W. Va.  Haugen Moore, Pa. Switzer
Cooper, Wis Hawley AMoores, Ind. Taylor, Colo.
Cox Hayden Morgan, Okla, ‘emple
Cramton Hayes Morrison Thomas
Heaton Aloss Tilson
v Heflin Mudd Timberlake
Dallinger Helgesen Murray Van Dyke
Danforth Helm Neely Vare
Darrow Neison Vinson
Davis, Minn, Hensley Nicholls, 8. C., Volstead
Decker Holland Nichols, Mich, Walker
Dempsey Hollingsworth North Walsh
Denison Hood Norton Wason
Dent Houston Oakey Watkins
Dies Howard Oldfield Watson, Va.
Dill Humphreys, Miss, Oliver Wheeler
Dillon Hutchinson Parker, N. J. Will T. 8.
Dixon goe Parker, N. Y, Williams, W. E.
Ponghton Johnson, 8. Dak. Phelan Willia: Ohio
Driscoll Johnson, Wash, Platt Wilson, La.
Dunn Kennedy, Iowa Pratt Wingo
] s A Rainey Winslow
Dyer Kettner uch Wood, Ind
Fagle Kiess, Pa Rayburn Woeds, Iowa
BEdmonds Kinkaid Ricketts Young, N. Dak.
Edwards Kitchin Roberts, Nev Young, Tex,
Fiston nop Rodenberg
Esch La Follette Rogers
NAYB—52,
Ayres Farley Johnson, Ky, Rand
Bailey Gallagher Keating Reilly
Barkley Goodwin, Ark, Kincheloe Scott, Mich,
Buchanan, IIL Gordon K Shallenberger
Caldwell Gray, Ind. London ood
Caraway Hardiy McCracken Smith, Mich,
Carlin Harrison, Va. Mays Sumners
Church Helvering Montague Tague
Connelly Iilliard Park Tavenner
Conry Hopwood Powers Taylor, Ark.
Crosser Huddleston in Thompson
TDowell Jacoway aker Tillman
Ellsworth James Ramseyer Wise
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—8.
Bennet Hulbert Venable
NOT VOTING—144,
Anderson . Carter, Okla. Doremus Harrison. Miss.
Anthony Chandier, N.¥. Drukker rt
Austin Charles Eagan Haskell
Eancharach Chiperfield Emerson Hernandez
Barchfeld Clark, Fla. Estopinal Hicks
Barnhart Cline Fairchild Hil
Enfm Eoooi)et_', Ohlo Il;l'it:gerald gindgu
4 les P ynn oW
Bell Coat:ﬁo ear Hughes
Benedict Craig'o Gardner Hull, Towa
Booher Cullo Gillett Hull, Tenn,
Browne Dale, N. ¥ Godwin, N, C. Humphrey, Wash.
Bruckner Dale, Vt. Gounld Hust
Burgess Davenport Graham Jones
Callawa Davis, Tex. Gray, N. J. Kahn
Campbel Dewalt @reene, Kearns
Cantrill Dickinson @reene, V. Keister
Carew Doolln, Hamill ellay
Carter, Mass, Doolittle Hamilton, N, ¥, Kent

Eey, Ohio Morin Riordan Snell
der Mott Roberts, Mass, Snyder
fean Nolan Rucker, Ga. Sparkman
esby Rucker, Mo. Stone
Lesher Olney Babath Sutherland
Lever O'Shaunessy Scott, Pa, Taggart
Overmyer Scully Talbott
Liebel Padgett Sears Tinkham
Loft Page, N. C. Sells Towner
Loud Paige, Mass, Shackleford Treadway
McKellar Patten Shouse Ward
McKenzie Peters Sims Watson, Pa
McKinley Porter Sinnott Webb
Maher Pou Slayden Whaley
Matthews Price Slem; Wilson, Fla.
Mooney Ragsedale Smal Wilson, 111,
Morgan, La. Reavls Smith, Idaho Woodyard

8o (two-thirds voting in the affirmative) the rules were sus-
pended and the joint resolution was passed.

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

Until further notice:

Mr. Bert with Mr. Coorer of Ohio.

Mr. Crark of Florida with Mr. GiLierT.

. O'SHAUNESSY with Mr. Greexe of Vermont.
. StoxE with Mr, AUsTIN.

. SaBaTH with Mr. ANTHOXNY.

. AsweLrn with Mr. WaRp.

. SHoUsSE with Mr. CHARLES.

. BArnHART with Mr. BEaLEs.

. Booner with Mr. BRowrsE.

. Curror with Mr. CanpBELL.

Davis of Texas with Mr. Ceaxprer of New York.
. Dicrixsony with Mr. CHIPERFIELD.

. DoorrrTrE with Mr. CoprLEY.

. Doremus with Mr. Craco.

. Frrzeerarp with Mr, DRUKKER.

. Haxoon with Mr, EMERsSON.

. Hurrn of Tennessee with Mr. FATRCHILD.

. JoxEs with Mr. GreExe of Massachusetts.
. Ky of Ohio with Mr. HERNANDEZ.

Mr. Lazaro with Mr. Hr~ps.

Mr. LEver with Mr. HowEgLL,

Mr. McKerrar with Mr, Hoir of Iowa.

Mr. Morean of Louisiana with Mr. KAnnN.

Mr. OvErMYER with Mr. KEISTER.

Mr. Page of North Carolina with Mr. KeLiey.

Mr. Rucker of Georgla with Mr. TREADWAY.

Mr. Writson of Florida with Mr. SUTHERLAND.

Mr. Sears with Mr. McKINLEY.

Mr. Scaypeny with Mr. MATHEWS.

Mr, Syarr with Mr. PETERS.

Mr. Spargkman with Mr. PorTER.

Mr. TAagearT with Mr. SixNorT.

Mr. Tarsorr with Mr, BENNET.

Mr. Wess with My, SNybER.

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, I find I am paired with the gen-
tleman from Maryland, Mr. Tarsorr. Therefore I withdraw
my vote, and vote * present.”

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. A quorum is present. The Doorkeeper will
unlock the doors. Two-thirds having voted in the affirmative,
the rules are suspended and the bill, with the amendments read
into it, is passed.

LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS.

Mr. TILSON. I ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks by printing in the Recerp an address delivered by the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Bexner] on Lincoln’s birthday
before the Young Men’s Republican Club of New Haven, Conn.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp., Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MURRAY. I ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp on the subject of the farm-land registra-
tion system.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani-
mous consent fo extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SOHALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp on voeational training.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks on voeational education.

Is there objection?

There was no objection.

DANISH WEST INDIES.

Mr, FLOOD. Mr, Speaker, I move to suspend the rules

and
pass the bill (H. R. 20755) to.carry out the provisions of the
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treaty of August 4, 1916, for the purchase of the Danish West

Indian Islands, and for other purposes, with the amendments

{)?ﬁommended by the Committee on Foreign Affairs read into the
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia moves to sus-

pend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 207565) and the commit-

tee amendments read into it. The Clerk will report the bill.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That all military, ecivil, and judlelal powers
necessary to govern the West Indlan Islands acquired from Denmark
shall be vested in such person or persons and shall be exercised in
such manner as the President of the United States shall direct until
Congress shall provide for the government of said islands.

‘Sgc, 2. That on and after the passage of this act there shall be
levied, collected, and pald vpon all articles coming into the United
Btates or its sessions, from the West Indian Islands ceded to the
United States {y Denmark, the rates of duty and internal-revenue taxes
which are required to be levied, collected, and 'Fatd upon like articles
imported from foreign countrles : Provided, That all articles, the
growth or product of, or manufactured in such islands from materials
the growth or product of such islands or of the United States, or of
both, or which do not contain forei materials to the value of more
than 20 cent of their total value, upon which no drawback of
customs duties has been allowed therein, coming into the United
States from such islands shall hereafter be admitted free of duty.

Sgc. 3. That until Congress shall otherwise provide, all laws now
Im;{oslng taxes in the West Indian Islands acquired from Denmark,
including the customs laws and regulations, shall, in so far as com-
patible with the changed soverelgnty, continue in effect, except that
articles the mFl'm!rtl:l. product, or manufacture of the United States
shall be admitted therein free of duty: Provided further, That upon
exportation of sugar to foreif:n countries or the shipment thereof to
the United States or any of its possessions there shall be levied, col-
lected, and pald thereon an export d!?etg of ?S per ton of 2,000 pounds
in lien of any export tax now requi by law.

BEc. 4. That the duties and taxes collected in pursuance of this act
shall not be covered into the general fund of the Treasury of the
United States, but shall be paid into the treasury of the said islands
::1 be used and expended for the government and benefit of said

ands.

Bec. 6. That the sum of $25,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of
any moneys in the ry not otherwise appropriated, to be paid in
the city of Washington to the diplomatic representative or other agent
of His Majesty the King of Denmark duly authorized to recelve said
money, in full consideration of the cesslon of the Danish West Indian
Islands to the United States made by the convention between the
United States of America and His Majesty the King of Denmark en-
tered into August 4, 1916, and ratified by the Senate of the Unlited
States on the 17th day of January, 1917.

S8ec. 6. That the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated for the pur-

]t)‘?se of ca this act into effect, to be )&aﬁlp out of any money in
e Treasury not otherwise apgro%ﬂnted and to be applied under the
direction of the President of the United States.

Sec. 7. That this act, with the exception of section 5, shall be in
force and effect and become operative Immediately upon the ment
b{ the United States of sald sum of $25,000,000, The fact and date
of such payment shall therespon be made public by a proclamation
issued by the President, and published in the said Danish West Indian
Iglands and in the United States. Section 5 shall become immediately
effective and the appropriation thereby provided for shall be imme-
diately available.

Amend the title so as to read:

“A bill to provide a temporary government for the West Indian
Islands acquired by the United States from Denmark by the conven-
tion entered into between said countries on the 4th day of August,
1916, and ratified by the Senate of the United States on the 7th day
of September, 1916, and for other purposes.”

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr. FORDNEY. I demand a second.

Mr. FLOOD. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con-
sidered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands a
'second, and the gentleman from Virginia asks unanimous con-
sent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there objec-
tion? :

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Froop]
is entitled to 20 minutes and the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. ForoNeEY] to 20 minutes.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides a government
for the West Indian Islands acquired by the United States from
Denmark by treaty entered into between said countries on the
4th day of August, 1916, and ratified by the Senate of the
United States on the 7th day of September, 1916; provides for
raising revenue to support the government of the islands; and
makes an appropriation to pay Denmark the amount agreed
upon by the treaty. :

These islands consist of three larger islands and a number
of smaller islands. The larger ones are St. Thomas, St. John,
and St. Croix. Their population is about 83,000. St. Thomas
has an extraordinary fine harbor, which is deemed a very
desirable acquisition,

The trade of the islands is largely with the United States
and amounts to over a million and a quarter dollars. It has
long been the opinion of Americans that we should own these
islands. The first negotiations looking to the acquisition of
them was begun by Mr, Seward in 1866, during the administra-
tion of Mr. Lincoln. At that time there were a number of offers
and counteroffers, and finally our Secretary of State offered

$7,500,000 for the islands of St. John and St. Thomas. The
question of the sale was submitted to the people of the two
islands and they voted overwhelmingly in favor of it. The
Rigsdag of Denmark promptly ratified the treaty and the King
signed it. Tt was not acted upon by our Senate for several
years and was then rejected.

Another treaty was entered into in 1902 for the purchase of
all three of the islands and the adjacent islands and rocks, the
consideration belng $5,000,000. This was ratified by the United
States Senate, but was rejected by one of the houses of the
Danish Rigsdag.

The present treaty has been ratified by both countries.

The advantages of securing the islands are well stated by
Secretary Lansing:

This convention is responsive to the conviction of both Governments,
as well as of the pe?};lo of the islands, that the Danish West Indies
should belong to the United States. This convietion, as is well known,
has been manifested in earlier treaties for the transfer of these islands
to the United SBtates. Without entering upon any extended historical
review of the ne%ottauons of these earlier treaties, it mur be pointed
out that the first negotiations for the purchase of the lslands were
initiated by Secretary Seward during the administration of President
Lincoln and before the close of the Civil War, culminating in the con-
ventlon signed at Copenhagen October 24, léOT. during the adminis-
tration of President Johnson, for the cession of the islands of St.
Thomas and St. John. It is the opinion of students of the subject
that this convention was brought about through the conviction of the
United States, gained by its naval operations during the Civil War, of
the need of a naval coaling sugply and repair station in the Caribbean
Sea in order that the United States. might be placed on a footing with
other %reat powers owning Islands in those waters. This convietion.
no doubt, was strengthened by the fact that the United States emerged
from that war as a maritime power to whom a good barbor and depot
in the West Indies had become a matter of so great importance, if not
of necessity, that the United States could not wish to see the Danish
West Indles fall into the hands of another power,

Although the plebiscite in 8t. Thomas and 8t. John held under the
treaty of 1867 was overwhelmingly in favor of the cession, and the
treaty was promptly approved by the Danish Rigsdag and ratified and
signed by the nlg. and although the period for ratification was ex-
tended from time to time to April 14, 1870, the Senate Committee on
Foreign Relations took no action until March 24, 1870, when Senator
Snlmfer reported it adversely and the Senate acqulesced in that
opinion.

Prior to the Sm.nlsh War overtures were again made for the cession
of the Islands—this time initiated by the Danish Government. During
the Spanish War the question of the purchase of the islands was fur-
ther agitated. Coneurrently with the discussion of the Isthmian Canal
and the protection of the islands obtained from Spain, a second treaty
for the purchase of the Danish West Indies was signed at Washing-
ton, January 24, 1902. In reporting this treaty favorably to the
Senate, Senator Cullom, of the Committee on Forelgn Relations, stated :

* These Islands, together with Porto Rico, are of great importance
In a strategic way, whether the strategy be military or commerecial,
St. Thomas is the natural Xolnt ot call for all European trade bound to
the West Indles, Central America, or northern SBouth America, These
islands, together with Porto Rico, form the mortheastern corner of the
Caribbean Sea, and are of great lmrl)ortnnce in connection with the
American isthmus, where a canal will be constructed between the At-
lantic and Pacific, They are of first importance {n connection with our
relations to the reﬁion of the Orinoco and the Amazon and with our
control of the Windward Passage.”

The treaty was approved by the United States Senate February 17,
1802, but failed of ratification by a tie vote in the upper house of the
Danish Rigsdag.

All of the reasons upon which the two prior treaties were based,
whether strategie, economlie, or political, are of more force to-day than
in previous years. There can no question as to the value of St,
Thomas Harbor as a naval port, with its circular configuration, ample
roadsteads, protection from prevailing winds and seas, and facilities
for fortifications. Moreover, the advantages of the possession of a
naval base off the entrance of the Panama Canal and near the island of
Port Rico are self-evident. )

The commercial value of the islands can not be doubted. Lying in
close lpmxin:lity to many of the passages into the Caribbean Hea, the
use of 8t. Thomas Harbor as a su&}ply station for merchant ships ply-
it{g between the United Btates and South America, and for vessels fn
other trades, is of great Importance. The existing modern harbor
works, floating docks, marine slip and wharves provided with electrie
cranes, oil reservoirs, coal deﬁots. fresh-water tanks, machine shops,
and warehouses contribute to the commercial advantages of 8t. Thomas
Harbor as a port of call and transshipment for ships in the Central and
South Ameriean trades,

The political importance of extending American jurisdiction over the
islands is not to be overlooked. The Caribbean is within the pecullar
sphere of influence of the United States, especially since the completion
of the Panama Canal, and the possibility of a change of sovereignty of
any of the islands now under foreign jurisdiction is of grave concern
to the United States. Moreover, the Monroe doctrine, a settled national
policy of the United States, would have caused this country to look
with disfavor upon the transfer of sovereignty of the Danish West
Indies *o any other European nation.

In view of these considerations, the treaty of cession of these islands
to the United States js a matter of no small moment to this country.
1 do not hesitate, therefore, to recommend that the Congress be urged
to take action during the present session to enable this Government to
discharge its comventional obligation to Denmark I:&' the payment to
thetGovemment of Denmark of the sum of $25000,000 by April 17
next,

It is apparent that the Danish Government desires to dispose
of the islands, and-.certainly it is very important to this coun-
try, and particularly at the present time, that no other Goy-
ermment be allowed to acquire them.

Mr, CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yiel]?

Mr. FLOOD. Yes. 7
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Mr. CALDWELL. On page 3, paragraph 3, there is a provi-
sion for an export tax of $8 a ton on sugar. Can the gentleman
tell the House something about the conditions under which that
is to be levied? 5

Mr. FLOOD. I will. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that the
jurisdiction of the provisions of this bill referring to import
and export duties properly belonged to the Ways and Méans Com-
mittee, but the general subject of the bill belongs to the Foreign
Affairs Committee; so the whole matter was referred to that
committee, which has reported the revenue provisions as well
as the others. In view of the fact that it is necessary to get this
bill through promptly the Ways and Means Committee decided
not to raise any question as to jurisdiction, but to let the bill
go through as reported, without having it considered as a prece-
dent for the future.

The Ways and Means Committee considered the provisions
of sections 2, 8, and 4 of the bill, and the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee accepted the amendments suggested by the Ways and
Means Committee.

To return to the question of the gentleman from New York
[Mr. CazpwerLL], the imports into these islands are largely from
this country, and they produce a revenue of about $100,000 a
year. To make up for the loss of that revenue when we have
free trade with the islands we have authorized the imposition
of an export duty of $8 a ton on sugar. At $8 a ton the 15,000
gcms exported will make up the revenue that they lose in import

uties. J

Mr. CALDWELL. There is a constitutional provision that pre-
ven.tas the levying of an export duty in the United States, is there
not?

Mr. FLOOD. This is not a part of the United States yet.

Mr. CALDWELL, It will be as soon as we take possession of
it, will it not?

Mr. FLOOD. No. It will be a possession,

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. TLOOD. Yes.

Mr. FESS. Does the bill propose o form any sort of govern-
ment for those islands?

Mr. FLOOD. A temporary government only.

Mr. FESS. While the temporary government is in operation,
will it be under the Executive department of the United States?

Mr. FLOOD. Absolutely under the Executive department.
The islands will be in the possession of this Government and
under the Executive department.

Mr. FESS. Will it come under the jurisdiction of the insular
committee at any time?

Mr. FLOOD. Not unless the rules are changed. Under the
rules of the House the jurisdiction of the insular committee is
cgn{lsragil to the possessions that were acquired by the treaty
0

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLOOD. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. When the bill was before the
Ways and Means Committee it provided in the first paragraph
that the provision of section 1591 of the Revised Statutes of
1878 should not apply to these islands. That provision of the
Revised Statutes is that the Constitution and laws of the
United States so far as applicable shall apply to all of our
Territories.

Mr. FLOOD. That was in the bill as originally introduced.
When the bill was reported from the Commitiee on Foreign
Affairs it was not left in it, and when it went to the Committee
on Ways and Means it was not in it. Whether it was in it or
not made no difference, because the section the gentleman
refers to applies to organized Territories of the United States,
and these islands do not constitute organized Territories.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. As the bill was read from the
desk as amended, that provision in relation to the Constitu-
tion and laws being applicable is not provided for.

Mr. FLOOD. No; the provision in the bill as originally in-
troduced excluded the section the gentleman mentioned. The
bill as amended by the Committee on Foreign Affairs does not
take any notice of that because the committee concluded that it
was unnecessary. That statute would not apply to these islands
because they do not constitute an organized Territory of the
United States. :

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But the President iz to have
control regardless of that statute until Congress shall provide
otherwise,

Mr. FLOOD. Exactly.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is the amendment with re-
spect to the articles of growth and products of the island—the
fariff provision—the same as it came from the Ways and
Means Committee?

Mr. FLOOD. Absolutely. It was not changed at all.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. No change by the Foreign
Affairs Committee after it came back?

Mr. FLOOD. None whatever.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It is the same provision that
was made in the Philippine bill?

Mr. FLOOD.  That is my understanding, and I was so in-
formed by the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And in the previous tariff
laws?

Mr. FLOOD . Yes. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my

time,

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yleld five minutes to the
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Sroaw].

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Speaker, Hamlet, the Prince of Denmark,
complained of the * overripeness” of the State of Denmark.
If he were living now he would make no complaint about lack
of thrift on the part of his State, because they are selling three
little islands of 138 square miles to the Yankees for $25,000,000.
Talk about the high cost of living, it does not keep pace with
the high cost of land.

This land was quoted some time ago at $5,000,000; offered
to us later at $7,500,000. They turn it over to us at the rate

an acre. For the blacks living there we are paying $825
for each human soul. We are paying for it $24,999,976 more than
we paid for Manhattan Island; $24,820,000 more than was paid
for the State of Pennsylvania by Willilam Penn ; $15,000,000 more
than the Gadsden Purchase, with its 45,000 square miles;
$10,000,000 more than we paid for the Louisiana Purchase, con-
taining 820,000 square miles; $4,900,000 more than we paid for
1,700 islands in the Philippine group, containing 122,000 square
miles; more by $2,800,000 than we paid for the Louisiana and
Alaska Purchases combined. We paid less for one-third of the
area of the United States and all her possessions than we pay for
these three little sanctified islands.

Mr. HULBERT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SLOAN. Yes. L

Mr. HULBERT. Is not our title to the Danish Islands
more permanent than our title to the Philippines, for which we
paid $20,000,0007

Mr. SLOAN. I do not know; the fact that we are appro-
priating out of a Treasury where there is nothing may
strengthen our title. Then, too, you know our title to the
Philippines is waxing stronger since the party in power repudi-
ated its pledge made at Baltimore in 1912 to grant independence
to the Philippines,

Mr. MURRAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SLOAN. Yes. ‘

Mr. MURRAY. Does not the gentleman think that Japan
would give $25,000,000 for one of our ports?

Mr. SLOAN. Oh, I think they would for the port of New
York or a port in Oklahoma. [Laughter.]

Mr, MURRAY. We would not take that for one of our oil
wells.

Mr. FESS. We once had the islands offered us for seven and
a half million dollars.

Mr. SLOAN. Five million dollars first.

Mr. FESS. No; seven and a half million. Why did not we
buy them?

Mr, SLOAN. I do not know; I suppose they wanted to wait
until they found the Treasury in such a condition as we find it
now ; because it is much easier to buy when you are not limited
by what you have. The limit of what you have not is so broad
that you can appropriate from it with a great deal more ease.
[Laughter.]

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield to me for a moment in order to answer the gentleman?

Mr. SLOAN. I shall be delighted to, because I know the
gentleman ean do it so much better than I.

Mr, MILLER of Minnesota. Oh, no; but I desire to state that
it is persistently rumored that the reason the Senate of the
United States declined to ratify the treaty by which we pro-
posed to buy these islands in 1867 was that shortly thereafter
a very large hurricane visited that section doing a great deal of
damnge, and that the Yankees began to feel that the dollars
they were expending—these seven and a half million dollars—
were perhaps too much money to buy a hurricane-ridden section.
I want to be frank to say that we are all agreed, I think, at least
those of us who have historically examined the subject, that
that is one of the blots upon the history of the United States.
Either we should not have tried to enter into that treaty at all
or when we did enter into it we should have stood by it

Mr, SLOAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to remark in the brief time
that I have that we refused to buy it at a hurricane time.
That is, we refused to buy it on wind, then, but we are buying
it strictly on wind now.
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Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SLOAN. Yes.

Mr. FESS. My impression is that it was not the Senate of
the United States that refused to ratify that treaty. Am I
mistaken about that?

Mr. FLOOD. The gentleman is mistaken about that. The
Senate of the United States refused to ratify that treaty.

Mr. FESS. Then it was our fault.

Mr. FLOOD. They wanted the two smaller islands.

Mr. SLOAN. Moreover, we are paying $15,000,000 more for
these islands than we paid for the Panama Canal Zone, not
including, of course, the railroad and the French interests. This
zone is the greatest maritime and commercial strategic point
in the world.

These little islands will cost nearly 80 per cent of all the
lands purchased by the United States in all our history.

An inguiry might at this time be submitted: If little Den-
mark can make diplomatic and financial game of us, as I have
set forth, what would there be left of us should we sit in a
settling game at a table where all the nations of Europe would
participate with the United States as the one b!g, generous,
guileless, full-pursed participant?

It is suggested that the strategic value of these ialands is
great. Not for the present war period, because it will take
yvears to fortify them. If we fortify them in accordance with
their purchase price, and then fortify to the same degree
our other strategic positions, and then build up a Navy to
correspond therewith, it will entail an expenditure in the next
10 years of over $25,000,000,000. And while we may appro-
priate lavishly from a deficit, debts can not be dischurged
therefrom. [Applause.]

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoON].

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask a question, and I
am depending upon my recollection. Have there been two
treaties made with Denmark for acquiring these islands prior
to this?

Mr. FLOOD. I shall be glad to answer the question. There
was one freaty in 1867, which provided for the payment of
seven million and a half dollars for St. John and St. Thomas.
That treaty was rejected by the United States Senate in 1870
or 1871. Another treaty, negotiated in 1902, provided for the
payment of $5,000,000 for all three of the islands, and that was
rejected by the Rigsdag of Denmark.

Mr. CANNON. By one vote,

Mr. FLOOD. Yes.

Mr. CANNON. That was my recollection, that the last treaty
that was made prior to this one we were to pay $5.000,000, but
finally, as the gentleman stated, it was turned down by Den-
mark; and if I recollect right, the statement was made in the
newspapers that this was done after consideration by one vote
in their parliamentary body. Now comes this treaty for $25,-
000,000. The President negotiates treaties and the Senate
ratifies them in the event they are ratified. The House has the
power to refuse the money. My recollection is—and I hope I
shall be corrected if it is wrong—that we once entered into a
treaty with Mexico away back in the seventies, and if I recol-
lect right—I have not examined it lately—the Senate ratified
the treaty and the House defeated it by refusing to appropriate
the money.

The House has always the power to refuse to ratify a treaty
that requires an appropriation, and if this appropriation should
fail, of course, so far as the United States is concerned, it would
not be ratified. Talk about jurisdiction! This proposition is
exceptional, coming near the close of the session. This is a de-
ficiency appropriation; that is, it is one to be appropriated for
the current year. The Committee on Appropriations, by one of
its subcommittees, had a hearing upon it the other day, con-
sidering it in connection with the deficieney appropriation bill,
which bill is to carry $100,000,000 in round figures for the cur-
rent year. I supposed that bill would pass and that the House
would have an opportunity to discuss it, not under suspension
of the rules but to discuss it as general appropriation bills are
discussed—in general debate and then under the five-minute
rule. I apprehend that this bill will pass, notwithstanding it
contains the revenue measure as well as the appropriation pro-
vision for $25,000,000. It is a very serious question in my mind
whether it is not $25,000,000 thrown away. Can any gentleman
- tell me whether we are to fortify St. Thomas?

Mr. FLOOD. Yes.

.Mr. CANNON. Some gentleman says “Yes”; and I have
asked a dozen men, and they have said “ No.”

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield

Mr. CANNON. Yes.

Mr. SHERLEY. How about its being owned by some other
country that might fortify it? What is the value of Heligoland
now to Germany, that England sold?

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, avhat is the matter with the har-
bors that Great Britain has in the West Indies, the French
West Indies, with great harbors in Haiti. There are harbors
and there are different ports there. We flap our wings and
crow and say under the Monroe doctrine that nobody shall
get a holding in this country, at least no Government on the
Continent, and yet how much protection does that give us if we
were to have a falling out with France or have a falling out
with Great Britain? Germany has not*any foothold—perhaps
she ought not to have it. We assert the Monroe doctrine—as-
sert it with force. Japan has not any hold, yet there are har-
bors on the Paciflc coast and——

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr? CANNON. Can the gentlemun yield me two minutes
more

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield two mlnutes more to the gentleman.

Mr. CANNON. Any of these countries can get harbors in
North America or South America or in the West Indies if they
are strong enough to take them. I doubt very seriously, with
all the harbors we have to fortify, whether this would be forti-
fied or not, and if Germany could take 8t. Thomas by force, if
that is the great bugbear in front of us, could not she take Cape
Haytien by force, could not she take the harbors of Haiti? Are
we going to fortify all the harbors? I believe there are none
in Nicaragua, but we have possessions now, under the Monroe
doctrine, in Santo Domingo and Haiti both. Twenty-five mil-
lion dollars gone—extravagant price to pay—but I guess you are
liable to pass-it, you know. [Applause.]

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. CoorEr].

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I am glad indeed
to have the gentleman from Michigan recognize me for two
minutes on a bill that is reported from the Committee on
Foreign Affairs, [Laughter.] With some of the things the
distingnished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CaxNox] has said
I might agree. Perhaps it is an extravagant price and yet I
think this bill ought to pass and pass to-day. As to the juris-
diction of the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the matter of
this appropriation, I call the attention of the House to the
language of Rule XTI:

All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named
in the preceding rule as follows, namely : Subjects relating to the rela-
tions of the United States with torelgu nations, including appropria-
tions therefor, to the Committee on Forelgn Affairs,

This bill is to earry out the provisions of a treaty with a
foreign nation, the recommendation of which appropriately
comes from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. And I conclude
by saying what I said at first, that I think the bill ought to
pass and pass now.

Mr. FLOOD, Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN].

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the price may seem a little high;
it is high compared with the amounts that have been agreed
upon tentatively heretofore. But after all we pay much higher
prices for things now than we did when we bought Louisinna
and the West, more than we did when we bought Alaska from
Russia. I am not disposed to criticize the administration for
the price that it names. Doubtless they did the best they could.
A previous offer had been rejected by Denmark. I think we
ought to take every opportunity that can come to us to own
these little islands among the West Indies. [Applause.] And
I think that we ought to own the Danish West India Islands.
Whether we will fortify. the harbor at St. Thomas I do not
know, probably not at once, but certainly we will eventually.
Now, this bill comes up under a motion to suspend the rules.
I would prefer if we had the time that there should be
longer debate upon the bill, but we are in the closing hours of
the session. It is necessary to pass this bill at this session or
we will undoubtedly have an extra session and pass it then. It
is necessary to pay the money within the 90 days which is
provided. If we are to obtain the islands and if we obtain the
islands, it is essential that we pass some kind of legislation
giving the President the power to have a government on those
islands.

The committee has followed the precedent set in the Louisiana

Purchase and in Panama Canal Zone, practically, by authorizing
the President to conduct the Government until Congress other-
wise provides. In the Panama Canal Zone imatter we passed a
bill giving the President power to carry on the government there
until the end of the next session of Congress. The next session
of Congress came and went, but made no provision for further
government. However, President Roosevelt, with some criticism
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leveled against him by gentlemen on the Demoeratic side, did
the only thing he could do. He kept up the government which
Congress had inaugurated there, and without that there would
have been chaos in the Panama Canal Zone. Unless we provide
here, or unless the President executes the power which the
Constitution does not really give him, we would have chaos in
these islands if we paid the money without providing what the
President may do. And I am in favor of taking the islands, of
governing them, and in the end giving the people there as much
loeal self- goternment as possible, remembering all the time that
the interests of the great United States are somewhat at stake.
We ought to dominate the West India Islands. [Applause and
ries of “ Vote!” * Vote!"]

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoxbELL].

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, out of the depths of a bottom-
less and abysmal deficit we are to pay $25,000,000 for a bunch
of West India Islands that, in my opinion, we do not need, and
that will never be of any use or value to us. It may be true
we should start out on this sort of real estate speculation down
yonder in the Caribbean Sea and thereabouts, but, if we do, at
least we should not place the price quite so high when we begin
our experiments in buying questionable territory.

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. Will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. MONDELL. I yield.

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. I understood the gentle-
man to say a moment agd that we do not, in his opinion, need
these Danish West Indies?

Mr. MONDELL. That is what I said.

Mr. KENNEDY of Ithode Island. Does the gentleman rea-
lize——

Mr. MONDELL. I can not yield for a speech.

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island (continuing).
Republican platform of 1896 contained this language:

And by the purchase of the Danish Islands we should secure a
proper and much-needed naval station in the West Indles.

Mr. MONDELL. And about that time we turned down a
proposition to purchase these same islands for $7,500,000.

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. I do not think the gentle-
man is correct about that. It was in 1870 we turned that
proposition down.

Mr. MONDELL. We are now proposing to pay $25,000,000
for them—$300 an acre; $800 an inhabitant. . Since that time
we have acquired a naval station in the West Indies, at Guanta-
namo, an infinitely better naval station than we can have at the
diminutive harbor of St. Thomas. Of course, we could fortify
all of the harbors of all the islands of the West Indies that
we saw fit to fortify, and burden the future for it, as we will
in this case by an issue of bonds. If we continue at the present
rate, we may at some time do so. But, in my opinion, this
purchase of the islands at a fancy price is simply a waste of
public money. [Cries of “ Vote!” *“ Vote!”]

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and
passing the bill with the amendments read into it.

The question was taken ; and two-thirds having voted in favor
thermif. the rules were suspended and the bill as amended was
passed.

That the

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 11
o'clock a. m. fo-morrow.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it
adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock a. m. to-morrow. Is there
objection? 3

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS,

Mr. HULBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the REcorp.

Tlie SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request with
reference to printing a speech of Mr. Barnes, of Albany, at the

-Lincoln Day dinner,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection? :

There was no objection.

Mr., SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a memorial to the
Congress on the passage of the bill H. R. 18721.

LIV 2132

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso-
lutions of the following titles:

8. J. Res. 157. Joint resolution giving authority to the Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia to make special regula-
tions for the oceasion of the reunion of the Confederate Veterans’
Association, to be held in the District of Columbia in the year
1917, and for other purposes incident to said encampment; and

S. J. Res. 205. Joint resolution authorizing the removal of the
statue of Admiral Dupont in Dupont Circle, in the city of Wash-
ington, D. €., and the erection of a memorial to Admiral Dupont
in place thereof.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL.

Mr, LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that this day they had presented to the President of the United °
States, for his approval, the following bills:

H. R. 9288, An act providing for the refund of certain duties
illegally levied and collected on acetate of lime;

H. R. 11474. An act authorizing the Secretary of Commerce to
permit the construction of a public highway through the fish-
cultural station in Unicol County, Tenn.;

H. R.17710. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge
across the Tallapoosa River, separating the counties of Mont-
gomery and Elmore, in the State of Alabama, at a point some-
where between Judkin Ferry and Hughes Ferry ;

H. R.18529. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
police jury of Rapides Parish, La., to construct a bridge across
Red River at or near Boyce, La.; $

H. R.12463. An act for the relief of Meredith G. Corlett, a
citizen and resident of Williamson County, Tenn. ; and

H. R, 12541. An act authorizing insurance companies and fra-
ternal beneficiary societies to file bills of interpleader.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the bill (H. R. 6814) to exclude
intoxicating liquors from national parks and national forest re-
serves is, by error, on the Union Calendar. I ask that it be
transferred to the House Calendar.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I object at this late hour.
The gentleman can make his motion to-morrow.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS,

Mr. EKENNEDY of Rhode Island. Mr, Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that I may extend my remarks in the Recorp on
the Danish West Indies bill. )

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RREcorp on the
Danish West Indies bill. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

ADJOURN MENT,

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 59
minutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, adjourned
until Tuesday, February 20, 1917, at 11 o'clock a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

* Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of
the Treasury, transmitting copy of a communication of the
Secretary of the Navy, submitting additional and supplemental
estimates of deficiencies in appropriations required by the Navy
Department for the fiscal year 1917 (H. Doe. No. 2070) ; was
taken from the Spenker's table, referred to the Committee on
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the
Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as
follows :

Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi, from the Committee on Claims,
to which was referred the bill (S. 5768) for the relief of Frank
Carpenter, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 1507), which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar.

Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (H. R, 20436) for the relief of Alfred B. An-
drews, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a

AND
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report (No. 1509), which said bill and report were referred to
the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS; RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXT1, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 20963) to amend Part C,
known as the United States warehouse act, of an act of Con-
gress enfitled “An act making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1917,
and for other purposes,” approved August 11, 1916; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 20964) authorizing the
Seeretary of War, in his discretion, to deliver to the board of
county commissioners, Logan County, Colo., four condemned
bronze or brass cannen or fieldpieces, with their earriages and
a suitable outfit of cannen balls; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. CARY : A bill (H. R. 20965) to establish a National
Commission of Aeronauties, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R, 20966) to estab-
lish a branch Federal land bank at Wichita Falls, in northwest
Texas; to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. FITZGERALD : A bill (H. R. 20967) making appro-
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the
fiseal year ending June 30, 1918, and for other purposes; to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.,

By Mr. RAKER : A bill (H. R. 20968) to include certain lands
in the counties of Modee and Siskiyou, Cal., in the Modoc Na-
tional Forest, Cal,, and for other purposes; to the Committee
on the Publie Lands.

By Mr. FARR: A bill (H. R, 20969) to amend the public
building act approved March 4, 1918, authorizing the acquisition
of a suitable site for a public building at Olyphant, Pa.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 20970) providing for an
additional judge for the eastern district of Oklahoma; to the
LCommittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 20971) to make further
provision for the organization of native troops in the Philip-
pine Islands; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 20972) to authorize the placing
on a roll in the War Department, designated as “The Civil
War Volunteer officers’ retired list,” the name of Morion A.
Pratt, first lientenant Company A, Third Illinois Cavalry of the
United States in the Civil War; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20973) granting an increase of pension to
Morton A. Pratt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BOOHER : A bill (H. R. 20974) granting an increase of
pension to Nathan L. Nims; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 20975) for the
relief of William E. Jones, Faribault, Minn.; to the Committee
on Military Affairs. :

By Mr. DILL: A bill (H, R. 20976) granting an increase of
plens]on to George Bannar; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
Bions,

Also, a bill (H: R. 20977) granting a pension to John G. Miller;

to the Committee on Pensions.
© Also, a bill (H. R. 20978) granting a pension to W. A. Davis;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 20979) granting an increase of
pension to Henry D. Potter; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
slons.

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 20980) granting an increase of
piens[un to Cyrenus F. Horton ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
Blons,

By Mr. MILLER of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 20981) authoriz-
ing the owners of square 710, District of Columbia, to construct,
maintain, and operate an elevated railway siding track; to the
Comniittee on the District of Columbia.

Iy Mr. NEELY ; A bill (H. R. 20982) grantifig an increase of
pension to Mary H. Hine; fo the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. . 20883) granting an increase of pension to
Jerry A. Fitzgerald; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20984) granting an increase of pension to
Beckwith A, McNemar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20985) granting an inerease of pension to
Fannie R. Wells; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20986) granting an inerease of pension to
George Keck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20987) granting an increase of pension to
John W. Oldfield ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20988) granting an increase of pension to
Walter Griffith ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20989) granting a pension to Thurman L.
Anglemyer ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 20990) granting an increase
of pension to Elizabeth €. Van Gundy; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20991) granting an increase of pension to
Michael J. Breyfogel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions..

Also, a bill (H. R. 20992) granting an increase of pension to
Lizzie 8. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TALBOTT : A bill (H. R. 20993) to correct the mili-
tary record of Capt. John H. Holbrook; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20994) to correct the military record of
Louis Smith Kelly; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GALLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 20995) granting an in-
crease of pension to Frances E. C..Horton; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Resolution (H. Res. 514) providing for
the consideration of H. R. 6915; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. MILLER of Delaware: Joint resolution (H. J. Res.
874) to grant citizenship to Harry Kety; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of the Legislature
of the State of North Dakota, favoring the construction of a
gaggn bridge across the Missouri River; to the Committee on

onds,

By Mr. MURRAY : Memorial of the Legislature of the State
of Oklahoma, expressing confidence in the action of President
Woodrow Wilson, toward a world-wide Monroe doctrine, and
his support of a league of nations to preserve the peace of the
world ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Memorial of the Legislature of the
State of New York, favoring an appropriation of $1,395,275 for
the transfer to the Federal Government of the quarantine estab-
lishment of the port of New York; to the Committee on Ap-
propriations.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of New York,
favoring the passage of H. R. 20080 : to the Committee on Agri-
culture,

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Memorial of the Legislature
of the State of Colorado, favoring the establishment of tactical
division of the United States Army at Fort Logan, Colo.; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

PETITIONS, ETO.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: -

By the SPHAKER (by request): Memorial of National
Grange, Furniss, Pa., protesting against Underwood oleomarga-
rine amendment to the revenue bill; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also (by request), memorial of Farmers’® National Congress
of the United States, protesting against the Underwood oleo-
margarine amendment to the revenue bill; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also (by request), memorial adopted by the National Board
of Directors of the Farmers' Educational and Cooperative
Union of America, opposing the Underwood oleomargarine
E{mendment to the revenue bill; to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

By Mr. BROWNING: Petitions of sundry citizens of the
State of New Jersey, favoring national prohibition; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CAREW : Petition of the Commercial Hxchange of
Philadelphia, Pa., approving the act of the President of the
United States in severing relations with Germany; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. CARTER of Massachusetts: Petition of BH. W. and
F. B. Dean and M. €. Hardy, of Roxbury, Mass., relative to pro-
gram of President in his speech of January 22, 1917; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr, CARY: Petition of O. L. Hollister, president of the
Federal Malleable Co., of West Allis, Wis., urging passage of
g{t):use bill 17350 ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign

mmerce.




1917.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

3653

Also, petitions of South Side Mill Work Co.; Pioneer Broth-
erhood, No. 2, National Association of Letter Carriers; and the
Linde Air Produets Co., of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring House bill
17806, relative to salaries of post-office employees; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. :

Also, petition of F. G. Findley, president of Wisconsin Paste
Co., of Milwaukee, Wis.. favoring prohibitory legislation; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CHARLES : Petition of the Trades Assembly, Schenec-
tady, N. Y., for a referendum before any declaration of war; to
the C,ommlttee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: Memorial of Board of Trade,
‘Warren, Ohio, indorsing Senate bill 7909 ; to the Committee on
Immigration.

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petition of Juvenile Aid Society
of Philadelphia, favoring House bill 92, to establish a probation
gystem in the United States courts; to the Committee on Rules.

Also, petition of Corrugated Bar Co., Buffalo, N. Y., protesting
against the Federal tax on excess profits; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Fort Orange Paper Co., New York City, op-
posing a portion of House bill 20573, to provide for increased
revenue; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Farmers' National Congress of the United
States, protesting against the Underwood oleomargarine amend-
ment to the revenue bill ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial of citizens of the city of Minneapolis, against
being drawn into war; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. DYER: Petitions of owners of Western River steam
vessels, of St. Louis, Mo., relative to salaries of clerks and in-
spectors of United States Steamboat-Inspection Service; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. EAGAN: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of the
State of New York, against Federal encroachment on State
revenue sources; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of New York Navy Yard Painters’ Association,
protesting against an increase of but 8 cents per diem in their
salary ; to the Commitlee on Naval Affairs.

Also, petition of New Jersey Press Association, against pas-
sage of the Owen corrupt-practices bill ; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of New York State,
favoring any taxation necessary to provide for the protection of
American lives and vessels and other American property
throughout the world; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial adopted by the antiwar mass meeting under
the auspices of the Socialist-Labor Party, New York City, pro-
testing against forcing this country into war; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of Navy Yard Retirement Association, New
York, favoring House bill 5757 ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Wisconsin State Federation of
Labor, against the United States in war with any nation; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of American citizens of Minneapolis, Minn.,
against United States in war with any nation ; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr, F'OSS: Memorial of citizens of Wilmette, Ill., relative
to moral environment of the soldier in military preparedness;
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. FULLER: Petitions of citizens of Rockford, Ill.,
against any participation in the European war and urging a ref-
erendum votfe before any declaration of war; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of H. A. Bent, Oglesby, Ill.,
bills; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

Also, memorial adopted at a mass meeting of 3,600 citizens
of Minneapolis, in favor of this country remaining at peace and
opposing any participation in the European war; to the Commit-
tee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of German-American Commerce (Inec.), concern-
ing protection of American interests at sea; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of citizens of New York City,
relative to food embargo; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of letter carriers of the United States, favoring
a retirement law and increase in salary; to the Committee on
the PPost Office and Post Roads.

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., and
of Boston, Mass,, against this country in war with any nation;
to the Commlttee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of E. B. Whitingham, of Boston, Mass., urging
adoption of proposal of Massachusetts branch of the League to

for prohibitory

Enforce Peace by the United States; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs,

Also, memorial of the Springfield Board of Trade, opposed to
divorcement of the Sound steamship lines from the New York,
New Haven & Hartford Railroad system; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Farmers’ National Congress of United States,
against the Underwood oleomargarine amendment to the rev-
enue bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr, GOODWIN of Arkansas: Papers to accompany House
bill 20913, granting a pension to Charles L. Thornton; to the
Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. GRIFFIN : Petition of Chamber of German-American
Commerce (Inc.), New York City, relative to protecting Ameri-
can cargoes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

Also, memorial of food-embargo committee, New York C;ty.
relative to embargo on foodstuffs; to the Committee on Inter- '
state and Foreign Commerce.

Also, memorial of a mass meeting of citizens of Minneapolis,
against war ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH : Memorial of William O. Foster
and 125 others and Elwocod Thomasson and 125 other citizens
of central eastern Ohio, against compulsory military training;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KETTNER : Petition of Miss Elizabeth Chapman and
6 others, of Redlands; Mrs. Isla Noyes, East San Diego; Henry
Weihe, San Diego; Mrs. Kate A. Mitchell, secretary San Antone
Valley Improvement Association, Victorville; Mrs. Annee W.
Jay, San Diego; and Mrs. Z. Weihe, San Diego, all in the State
of California, favoring passage of House bill 19205 ; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of T. J. C. Kelly, Santa Fe, Needles, Cal.; 0. W,
Phipps, Santa Fe, Needles, Cal.; E. A. Vahey, secretary-treas-
urer, A. M. Seymour, D, I. Carter, B. W. Cruikshank, J. W.
Stagg, Ben 8. Williams, C. A. Anderson, E. D. Metzger, Charles
A, Lewis, . L. Barrows, chairman conductors’ committee, and
William Dunean, all of the Order of Railway Conductors of
America, No. 392, San Bernardino, Cal., protesting aguinst pas-
sage of House blll 19730 ; to the Gommittee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Mrs, James R. Stevenson, California Federa-
tion of Women's Clubs, Imperial; David Starr Jordan, Leland
Stanford Junior University, Stanford, University; and. Mrs,
Anna M. W. Connell, San Diego, all in the State of California,
favoring House bill 20080 ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of W. S. Conger, president of the Evening
Index, San Bernardino, Cal., protesting against passage of House
bill 18986 and Senate bill 4429, mail-exclusion bills; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of David B. Todd, Escondido, and D. C. Collier,
San Diego, both in the State of California, protesting against
postal rates on second-mail matter according to zone system;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of C. C. Redwine and 26 other clerks and car-
riers, of Riverside, Cal., favoring increase of pay for postal
clerks and carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

Also, petition of Clarence Harden, secretary Bar Association
of San Diego, San Diego, Cal.,, favoring Smith bill for increase
in salaries of judges of district courts of United States and
circuit courts of appeal of United States; to the Committee on
Appropriations.

Also, petition of F. V. Owen, secretary Arrowhead Trails
Association, Redlands, Cal., favoring construction and main-
tenance of a system of national highways, to be built and
gaintalned by the National Governmeat; to the Committee on

oads,

By Mr, MORIN: Petition of H. 8. Gerstein, I. A. Mazer,
8. L. T'uss, and A. Epstain, committee of the Social Science
Club of the University of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, Pa., protest-
ing against any attempt to foist compulsory military service
upon the Nation, and demanding that a national referendum
be taken before any war is declared; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. OAKEY : Petition of sundry citizens of Hartford,
Conn., against being drawn into war; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of citizens of Beaver, Pa., favor-
ing antipolygamy amendment to the United States Constitu-
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Prof. Henry W. Farnam and
100 others, of New Haven, Conn., for universal imilitary service;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.
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By Mr., VARE: Memorial of Equal Franchise Society, of
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring suffrage amendment; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: Petition of farmers of the State of
Minnesota, relative to advance in the price of sisal fiber; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. WICKERSHAM : Petition of citizens of Ketchlknn,
Alaska, praying for the passage of Alaska halibut amendment to
the House revenue bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

SENATE.
Toesoax, February 20, 1917.

The Senate met at 10.30 o'clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Forest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, we lift our hearts in humble, fervent prayer
that we may have the Divine light upon our pathway this day.
In the journey to which we at this time commit ourselves may
we have the accompanying inspiration and light of the Divine
presence. We have found that when we have exhausted all the
resources of our human life still there are unsolved problems
before us. There are questions pertaining to the etermal and
the changeless and the absolute that must be solved only by the
inspiration that Thou canst give to Thy servants who commit
themselves to Thy will. Do Thou look upon us this morning and
endue us with heavenly wisdom, that we may discharge the
duties of this day in Thy sight and accomplish all Thy perfect
will in us. For Christ's sake. Amen.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I rise to a question of
order,

Mr, TOWNSEND. I was going to suggest the absence of a
quornm.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do pot think that can be done when I
am raising another question of order.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Very weil; I do not care to insist on it.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. If the Chair will look at page 4014 of
the Recorp, at the bottom of the second column, it appears that
last night the Presiding Officer announced that “ 385 Senators
have answered to their names., There is not a quorum present.”
Thereupon, on the first column of the next page, it appears that
Mr. Reep moved “that the Sergeant at Arms be directed to re-
quest the attendance of absent Senators. The motion was
agreed to.”

A little further down Mr. FreToHER said:

!Ir President, I know that no business is in order. 1 think we ought

rocure the attendance of absent Senators, and we ought to proceed
wit the business of the Senate.

Whereupon Mr. KENyon said:

Mr. President, I make the point of order that no business is in order,
; t}‘he PRrESIDING OFFICER, The point of order is sustained. No business
s in order.
- - =

Mr Kexyon (at 7 oclack and 25 minotes p. m.). I move \‘.hat the
Senate adjourn.
Later on:

hhﬁr. KexyoXN. I withdraw the motion, but I shall renew it in a little
while,

L - - L] * L

Mr OvERMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourns it adjourn to
meet at half past 10 o'clock to-morrow morning.

The Chair will bear in mind there was no quorum present.
The standing order of the Senate is that the Senate shall ad-
journ to meet at 11 o'clock. No other hour could be fixed for
meeting in the absence of a quorum. Nothing was in order
except to procure a quornm or to adjourn. I make the point of
order that the Senate can not come in session until 11 o’clock.

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator is right. I agree to it

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair sustains the point of
order.

Thereupon the Senate (at 10 o'clock and 85 minutes a. m.)
dissolved to reassemble at 11 o’clock a. m.

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

We thank Thee, Almighty God, that Thou dost continually
stir up within us an aspiration after the highest and the best.
Thou hast taught us in Thy Word what is the chief good, and
that we are to attain it by doing justly, loving mercy, and by
walking humbly with God. We pray that the path of this day
may contain within itself the effort on the part of each one of
us to attain unto this highest good, that we in our outward lives
may do justly, that in our inward spirit we may love merey,
and that in our upward life we may walk humbly with God.
We ask for Christ’s sake. Amen.

Mr., SMOOT. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secrefary will call the roll

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Beckham Husting Newlands Sterling
Borah Johnson, Me. Norris Stone
Brady Johnson, 8. Dak. Overman Thomas
Brandegee Jones Page Thompson

ryan Kenyon Pittman Townsend
Catron Kern Polindexter Underwood
Chamberlain La Follette Pomerene Vardaman
Colt Lane Ransdell Wadsworth
Cummins Lea, Tenn, Robinson Walsh
Curtis Lee, Md. Shafroth Warren
Fernald Lodge Sheppard Watson
Fletcher McCumber herman Weeks
Gronna MeLean Slmmons Williams
Hardwick Martine, N. J. Smith, Md. Works
Hollis Nelson - Bmoot :

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announee the unavoidable absence

of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Garringer]. He is
paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. O'Gormax]. I
will et this announcement stand for the day.

Mr. VARDAMAN. I desire to announce the unavoidable ab-
sence of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHrELDS] on account
of illness.

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce the absence of the Sena-
tor from Ohio [Mr. Harpine] on account of illness. This an-
nouncement may stand for the day.

Mr, MARTINE of New Jersey. I rise to announce the ab-
sence of the senior Senat¢r from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore] and the
junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lewis], both on account of
illness. I ask that this announcement may stand for the day.

Mr. LEA of Tennessee. I have been requested to announce
that the genior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. James] is detained
on official business.

Mr., WALSH. I have been requested to announce that the
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Savrssory] is detained from the
Senate on account of fllness.

Mr. OVERMAN. I desire to announce that the Senator from
Texas [Mr. CureErson], the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reen],
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Smita], and the Senator from
Vermont [Mr. DitrixeHAM] are absent on official business of
the Senate,

Mr. SMOOT. I desire to announce the unavoidable absence
of my colleague [Mr. SUTHERLAND].

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-nine Senators have answered
to the roll call. There is a quorum present. The Secretary
will read the proceedings of the preceding session.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. BRAxpEGEE and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the
Journal was approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives by . T. Tay-
lor, jr., one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed
the following bills:

8.1068. An act relating to desert-land entries;

8.1607. An act to declare Ollala Slough in Lineoln County,
Oreg., nonnavigable ;

S.2543. An act for the relief of the State of Kentucky ;

8. 6654. An act to validate a patent to certain lands heretofore
issmed to the State of Florida; to allow the said State to claim
certain other lands, and for other purposes ;

8. 7796. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to
sell and eonvey to the Great Northern Railway Co. certain lands
in the State of Montana for division terminal yards and other
railway purposes, and for other purposes;

8.8044. An act providing for the extension of time for the
reclamation of certain lands in the State of Oregon under the
Carey Act; and

8. 8079. An act to amend the first and seventh paragraphs of
section 4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as
amended by the act of April 9, 1906.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
bill (8. 40) to anthorize agricultural entries on surplus coal lands
in Indian reservations, with an amendment, in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate.

The message further announced that the House had passed
the bill (8. 1792) for the relief of settlers on unsurveyed railroad
lands, with an amendment, in which it requested the concurrence
of the Senate.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
bill (8. 7644) to create a new division of the northern judicial
district of Texas, and to provide for terms of court at Wichita
Falls, Tex., and for a clerk for said court, and for other purposes,
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